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-

¥ SPECIAL EXCEPTION ANDJOR VARIANCE

“'PETITION FOR ZONING RE-CLASSIFICATiON

-~

£ I

TO THKE COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS OrF BALTIMORE COUNTY:

The uncersigned, legal owner(s) of the properly situale in Baitimore Couniy and which is
described in the description and piat attached hereto and made a nart hereof, hereby petition {1)
that tre zcning status of the herein described property be re-classified, pursuant to the Zonin-, :~w

of Baltimore County, from an _____ DR 5,8 o zone to an ..P Q. ______
zone, for the reasons given in the attached statement; and (2) for a Specxal_Excepti_on, under the
said Zoning Law and Zoning Regulations of Baltimore County, to use the herein described property,
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and (3) for the reasons given in the aitached s#tatement. a variaace from the following sections of
the Zoning Law and Zoning Regulations of Baltimore County:
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Property is to be posted and advertised as prescribed by The Baltimore County ode.

I, or we, agree to pay expenses of above Re-classification, Special Exceptica and/or Variance,
posting, etc., upon filing of this petition, and further agree to and are to be hound by th2 zoning
regulations and restrictions of Baltimore County adopted pursuant to the Zsning Law for Baltimore
County.
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Contract Purchaser:

L an M T By R PR e M L TR T S S A .

City and State

Attorney for Petitioner:

Phone No,

e My pred. 2023

City and State #

Name, address and phone number of legal owner, con-
tract purchaser or represenfative to be contacted

_Towson, Marvland 21204 ______ UUT— N A .
City and State . Name
Attorney’s Telephone No.: .296-2600 _____ . e e ——
Address Phone No.
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SPECIAL EXCEPTION AND/OR VARIANCE

TO THE COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS OF BALTIMORE COUNTY:

The undersigned, legal owner(s) of the property s.iuate in Baltimore County and which is

described in the description and plat atlached hereto and made a part hereof, hereby petition (1)
that the zoning status of the herein described property be re-classified, pursuant to the Zoning Law

of

_________ zone to an ____B'T_O___...-____.__.____.__

Baltimore County, from an

A ——

zor2, for the reasons given in the attacheu statement; and (2) for a Special Exception, under the
said Zoning Law and Zoning Regulations of Baltimore County, to use the herein described property,

- ——

6709 Loch Raven Boulevard

and (») for the reasons given in the attached statement, a variance from the following sections of

the Zouing Law and Zoning Regulations of Balti nore County:
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Property is to be posted ana advertised as prescribed by The Baltimore County Code.
I, or we, agree to pay expenses of above Re-classification, Special Exception and/or Variance,
posting, etc., upon filing of this petition, and further agree to and are to be bound by the zoning
regulations and restrictions of Baltimore County adopted pursuant to the Zoning Law for Baltimore
County. C
Contract Purchaser: Legal Owner(s): ; j
__________________________________________ CEORCE. T LE[DEL SR 5
{Type or Print Name) (Type or Print Name) ) § 3
____________________________ R /Y. ) NE Cpr /Y 4 4y ;
Signature Signature . .
_______ Y - \Y N Mo (| DW=/ ) o/; =/~
Address (Type or Print Name) .
= A ?
R e Bdrtte I il |
fé City and State Signature
‘* Attorney for Petitioner: i
Charles E. Brooks _________________ ___ 6709 feek )“MWM@/ .

‘f‘i"f“? Eiiiﬁieiiﬁsave. Charles E. Brooks, Esquire :
Towson, Maryland 21204 510 Bosley Averme PR
. Towson, Maryland 21204 3
olo P
Nicholas B. Comnolari EE: Item No.8 (Cycle 1 - April-Oct. 1981) B
Chairman Petitioner - Arthur F. Gnau, et al R
Reclassification and 27
Redistricting Petition i
" MEMBERS | e % é
- B -¢au of Dear Mr. Brooks: ' ; f:
EnTineering S5
Department of This reclassification and redistricting petition has been timely
Traffic Engineering filed with the Board of Appeals for a public hearing within the 1st
State Roads Commission [ 1980-8) zoning cycle.

Bureau of
Fire Prevention

Bealth lepartment
Project Planning
Building Department

Board «f Education

Zoning Administration

Industrial
Development

BABC—Form 1

BALTIMORE COUNTY ZONING PLANS ADVISORY COMMITTEE
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Name, address and phone number of legal owner, con-
tract purchaser or representative t0 v contacted
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April 29, 1981

Tie petition has been raviewed by the Zoning Office as to fom .
and content and has also been reviewed by the Zoning Plans Advisory . .
Committee.
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The review and enclosed comments from the Committee are intended
to provide you and the Board of Appeals with an insight as to conflicts
or problems that could arise from the requested reclassification or
uses and improvements that may be specified as part of the request.
They are not intended to indicate the appropriateness of the zoning
action requested.

If it has been suggested that the petition forms, descriptions,
briefs, and/or the site plans be amended so as to reflect better com—
pliance with the zoning regulations and commenting agencies' standards
and policies, you are requested tc review these comments, make your
own judgement as to their accuracy and submit the necessary amendments
to this office before May 2%th. In the event that any requested amend- = ?
ments are not received prior to this date, the petitiun will be advertised F
as originally submitted. -
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This petition represents a request to rezone five properties ‘ o
located on the east side of Loch Raven Blvd. north of Szyward Road o
in the 9th Election District. The properties are each improved with S
a large stone individual dwelling, while property to the north is zoned .
B.L. and is improved with a former restaurant and associated parking :
facilities. To the west across Loch Raven Blvd. is vacant property i
zoned O-1 and D.R.5.5.

o b T Ak B i T e

As originally submitted, tlie request was to rezore these properties :
from thelr existing D.R.5.5 zone to an R-0 zone. However, after further ;
investigation, it was decided that the northerly portion of the subject ;
property, indicated as owned by Arthur F. Gnau, et ux and formerly used ‘
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Con’.ract Purchaser:

Attorney for Petitioner:

T e e

PETITION FOR ZONING RE-CLASSIFICATION
SPECIAL EXCEPTION ANDJ/OR VARIANCE

TO THE COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS OF BALTIMORE COUNTY.

The undersigned, legal owner(s) of the Eroperty situate in Baltimore Couuty and wvhich is
described in the description and plat attached hereto and made a Fart hereof, hereby petition (1)
that the zoning status of the kzrein described property be re-classified, pursuant to the Zoning Law

of Baltimore County, from an zone toan __.R=0__________________
zone, for the reasons given in the attactcd statement; and (2) for a Special Exception, under the
said Zoning Law ur | Zoning Regulations of Baltimore County, to use the herein described property,

T T T e e e e e e e e e e i  ————— e i i e e

and (3) for the reasons given in the attached statement, a variance from the following sections of
the Zoning Law and Zoning Regulations of Baltimore County:

Property is to be posted and advertised as prescribed by The Baltimore County Code.

I, or we, agree to pay expenses of above Re-classification, Special Exception and/or Variance,
posting, etc., upon filing of this petition, and further agree to and ai= to be bound by the zoning
regulations and restrictions of Baltimore County adopted pursuant to the Zoning Law for Baltimore

County.

Legal Owner(s):

(Type or Print Nam

e

T Gpeer it Namey T ---szee-
f{» : an_—._-.%:?&z -
%:ﬁ o

City and State

Charles E._ Brooks _________ —————— ---6711_Loch Raven _Roulevard______
(T orPrint Nape) Address Phone No.
_________________________________ Baltimore, Maryland 21239

City and State

610_Bosley_ Avenue

Name, address and phone number of legal owner, con-

Address tract purchaser or representative to be contacted
Towson, Maryland 21204 _________ = _______ N ememmmmm
City and State Name — TTTTTTTTTTTTTTC
Attorney’s Telephone No.: --3_9.(.3.‘.%@9_0_----_ S, R ,———
Address Phone No,

BABC—Form 1

Item No.8 (Cycle 1 = April-Cet. 1981)
Petitioner = Arthur F. Gnau, et al
Reclassification and

Redistricting Petiticn

as a parking area for the vacant restaurant, should be rezcned to a B.L, =
C.C.C. in order to avoid any problems in the future when the anticipated

redevelopment of this property begins.

Revised site plans and descriptions

have been submitted to reflect this change and the petition forms signed by

Arthur F. Gnau, et ux have been revised.

However, as we discussed, amended

briefs explaining the reasons for the p»opased commercial zoning, would be
forthcoming.

free to contact me at 494~3391.

If you have any questions concerning the enclosed comments, please feel
Notice of the specific hearing date, which

will be between September and December of 1981, will be forwarded Lo you in

the future.

Very truly yours,

//: ;" -?T:""'.fﬁf-i / {:J}g:’.}l{;{:{:‘/’ti

NICHOLAS B. COMMODARI

Chairman

Zoning Plans Advisory Committee
NBC:bsc
Enclosures

cc?

Development Design Group, Ltd. .
216 Washington Avenue

Towson, Maryland 212CL
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- TO THE COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS OF BALTIMORE COUNTY:

The undersigned, legal owner(s) of the property situaie in Baltimore Count ‘hich i
described in the description and plat attached hereto and made a part hereof, here’t':yaggti;grlfh( ll}s
that the zoning status of the herein described property be re-classified,/pursuant to the Zoning Law

1

of Baltimore County, f:l'om an .. DB--‘E.’-'-@ ------- ~—-w ZONe Lo ana%(igff&i ii_ﬁtf,f Q-Qnﬂo(d.*.a'brictf &
zone, for the reasons given in the attached statement; and (2) for a Special Exception, under the

said Zoning Law and Zoning Regulation of Baltimore County, to use the herein described property,

cemerecee..._B801 Loch Raven Bculevar ’
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for the reasons given in the attached s't;tement a variance irofn the fo ing socti
the Zoning Law and Zoning Regulations of Baltimore Cm'mty: : Hlowing sections of
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f;f Property is to be posted and advertised as prescribed by The Baltimore County Cods. ‘
. d' 7 .
1, or we, agree to pay expenses of above Re-classiﬁcation/%%e%ii?rﬁfgejb%n and/or Variance
posting, etc., upon filing of this petition, and further agree to-and are to be bound by the zoniné
E%gul:ll?ynons and restrictions of Baltimore County adopted pursuant to the Zoning Law for Baltimore
Contract Purchaser: Legal Owner(s):
e e e AR AP G L
) (Type or Print Name) _ . (Type or Print Name) T v
P . _
S Y~ $ .- v 7 J N
Signature ) Signature ]
-
_ e e R e SR 7T
= - Address (Type or Print Name) N
" City and State T T " " signature
Attorney for Petitioner: _
, -Charles E, Brooks .. _____ PR -6801_Lach Raxen Bonlevard . _____ :
1 ] Pring Na Address : Phone No.
_______________________ --.—-- -Baltimore, Maryland 21204
City and State ™" T
-5_1_Q_B_Q§.1.QY.AY.QILQQ __________ —————— - Name, address and phone number of legal owner, con-
Address 7 tract purchaser or representative to be contacted
. -Towson, Maryland 21204 ___ _ N/A
City and State T —__ii-a-n;e ------------ TR T
Attorney’s Telephone No.: _-.2_95:”_2_?9.{2_..__- e ————————
Address " Phone No,
BABC—Form 1 ;‘
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BALTIMORE_COUNTY |
__l DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
: TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
j HARRY J. PISTEL, P E.

: DIRECTOR s
s April 1, 1981 f
; Mr. Walter A. Reiter, Jr. B
: Chairman, Board of Appeals
5 Court House
i Towson, Maryland 21204
- Re: Item #8 (Cycle I - April-October 1981)
; ﬁ Property Owner: Arthur F. Gnau, Et al
E/S Loch Raven Blvd, 180' N. of Sayward Rd. -
B Existing Zoning: D.R. 5.5
Proposed Zoning: RO '

Acress: 6.41

District: 9th

Dear Mr. Reiter,

The folldwing coments are furnished in regard to the plat submitted to this office
review by the Zoning Advisory Committee in connection with the subject item.

for

General: . .
Senerat: .

This property comprises Lots 1 through

13 of the plat "Property of Arthur Gnau
Loch Knoll Manor®, recorded J.W.B. 14, ’

Folio 21. .

Comments were supplied in connection with the Zening Advisory Committee review
of a portion of this overall property for Item #101 (1971~1972).

‘ ILoch Raven Boulevard (Md, 542) is a State Road; therefore, all improvements,
intersections, entrances and drainage requirements as they affect the road come under

the :_iur:l.sdi.ction of the Maryland State Highway Administration, Any utility construction
within the State Road right-of-way will be subject to the standards, specifications
! and approval of the State in addition to those of Baltimore County.

Entrance locations are also subject to the approval of the Baltimore County
¢ Department of Traffic Engineering. . '

Sediment Control:

De\'relopmen?. of this property through stripping, grading and stabilirstion could
result in a sediment pollution problem, damaging private and public holdings downstream

of the property. A grading pemmit is, thexefore, necessary for all grading, including
the strippirg of top soil.
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‘ Arthur © Ganu, et al * IN THE ;
* COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS ;
Eé."l.

stk

i
v o OF MARYLAND
g:?.i]i:r;?'em:; o * No. 733, September Term, 1984

ORDER

o A A, NI T T

R e e A

This case coming on for hearing and the parties belng agreed that

the matter is now moot, it is this [i day of January, 1985, ORDERED,

that the case be, and 1s hereby, dlsmlssed.

FISRE T TRt A b L P e LD

do¥ert M. Bell, Judge [
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+Item g2 (Cycle I - April-October 1981)
Property Owner: Arthur F. Gnau, Et al

Paga 2
April 1, 1981

Storm Drains:

Provisions for accommodating storm water or drainage have not been indicated on
the submitted plan,

The Petitioner must provide necessary drainage facilities (temporary or permanent)
to prevent creating any nuisances or damages to adjacent properties, especially by the
concentration of surface waters. Correction of any problem which may result, due to
improper grading or improper installation of drainage facilities, would be the full
responsibility of the Petitioner.

Water and Sanitary Sewer:

There is a public 24-inch water main in Loch Raven Boulevard; and there is
8-inch public sanitary sewerage within Baltimore County utility easements, which
serve the present improvements.

Additional fire hydrant protection is required in this vicinity.

Very truly yours,
/ﬁm‘ A, MORTOZ ChidE
Bureau of Public Services

RAM:EAM:FWR:ss

cc: Jack Wimbley
William Munchel

N~NW Key Sheet

31 & 32 NE 7 & B Pos. Sheets
NE 8B Topo

70 & 80 Tax Maps

Attachment

baitimore county
department of fraffic engineering

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
(301) 494-3550

STEPHEN E. COLLINS
DIRECTCOR

March 30, 1981

Mr. Walter A, Reiter, Jr.
Chainman, Board of Appeals
Office of Law

Courthouse

Towson, Maryland 21204

Item No. 8 - ZAC meeting of March 16, 1981

Property Owner: Arthur F. Gnau, et al

Location: E/S loch Raven Tlvd. 180" N. of Sayward Road
Existing Zoning: D, R, 5.5

Proposed Zoning: R-O

Acres: 6.41 acres

District: 9th

Dear Mr. Reiter:

Duemtheladcofinfomatimamnthe.?quare footage of the

building it is not possible to predict the trip generation.
Very truly yours,

Michael §. Flanigan
Engineer Associate Il

MSF/bza

-

: BUREAY OF ENGINEERING - BALTIMORE COUNTY. MD. '“\!
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- SALTILIORE COUNTY, MARYLAND 31 % 32 NE 8 Poeition Shta,

NE 8 B Topo
INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE 70 Tax Map
Y
~  Se Eric Ditenna Jamuary 5, 1972
ATy § TCUver Lo Myera ccoeoomemceeeeeo Date. .

e - a A e e et . — - .

susJrer_.. Thes 201 (1971-1572)

Propiely QUSErEArTYSF Fooand Estells E., Gneua

Reer of 6527 Looh Raven Doulevard

Prescut Seuanmt  B.l.

froposed Zonings Spicisd Fxcaption for sarvice garaga
Distxicit Sia .

No, kerear 0,922

The follewing cormants apre farniched ie regard to the plat subsitted
to this offics for review by the Zoning ldvisory Comzittea in connection
vith tha suvbiset itowm,

Fiphiara;
! .

Loch DNaven Toulevard {d, ©h2) 1s a Stots Foady therafore, all improve-
rents, dntsrecctions and entrzrcas on this read will be cubject to State
Pty 2ininistration roquirszenta,

Endirmart Jontrmls

Developrond of this Froperty throvch stvipping, grafing 2nd stabilization
could resall in 8 sodimert pallutdon probiom, dangsing privete and publie
holdlnze dovnsirecm of the properiy. A grading pernit ig, thorafore, nucissary
for all grading, lncluding the etripping of top coil,

Stervm Draipsey

L]

Provisions for aclommodating storm water op drainogs have nat besn
indicated on the svimitieg plan,

Ieeh Faven Doulevard (Mg, £42) 42 & Stzie Rroad, Thamefors, drainars
raquiramsnte a2 4hoy affect the road coma under ths Jurlediction of the Stute
Hgtwry Adadnistralton,

The ™titdonsr wmist provicy nacengsry drainoge facilitiss {temporery
or rirmEnnt) o provard ereating any nuisznoss or darmagas to adjaceny
proveviise, copscially vy ths conesntration of surfoca waters, Corraction
of &0y proXlem which nay recult, due to improper gradiey or improper
installatiion of dretrapa facilities, would ba the full responsibvility of
the Peliticasr. '

¥etar and Sinitory Cupowy

Mklic wator supnly and sanitery, sewerage are availabls to sarvs this

Froperty, = ¥
%‘ ST ‘“\‘“:-: .
ELISVCRTH ¥, DIVER s P.E,
Chdef, Purem of Eaginsert re
ENDsEAM: VP 12a :
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BALTIMORE_COUNTY
~aiary | DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH
ST/ TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
gyias

DONALD J ROOP. M.D, MPH
DEPUTY STATE &G COUNTY HEALTH OFFICER April 2, 1981

Mr. Walter Reiter, Chairman
Board of Appeals

Office of Flanning and Zoning
County Office Building
Towson, Maryland 21204

Dear Mr. Reiter:

Comments oa Cycle I, #8, Zoning Advisory Committee Meeting of
March 16, 1981, are as follows:

Property Ouner: Arthur F. Gnau, Et al

Location: E/S Loch Raven Blvd. 180° N. of Sayward Rd.
Existing Zoning: D.R. 55

Proposed Zoning; R-0

Acres: 6 41 Acres

District: Sth

The properties known ag 6707, 6709, 6711, 6713 Loch Raven Boulevard
are served by metropolitan water and sewer,

. The property knowvn as 6801 Loch Raven Boulevard is served by metro-
politan water and a private sewage disposal 8ystem which appears to be
functioning properly. Metropolitan sewer is not available to serva the Property.
If the proposed offices will! involve heavy water useage, metropolitan sewer

must be extended to gerve the property and the existing septic system abandoned
and backfilled.

The zoning plan as submitted, does not contain sufficient information;
therefore, the Baltimore County Department of Health cannot make complete com-

ments,
Very Q
AV, c-,Q,w
IanJ, Prest, Director
IJF‘:mgt BUREAU OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES
4
-~ -

P MaarlanJDe,Jattmemoﬂ?.mspartatmn James 1. 0'Dannell
ecretary
A Siate Highway Administration M. S. Caltrider
Admunistrator

March 26, 1981

Mr, Walter Reiter, Re: Cycle I-19381
Chairman Board of Appeals Meeting of March 16, 1981
: County Office Bldg, Item #g
j Towson Maryland 21204 Owner: Arthur F, Gnau,
R Location: E/S Loch Raven
Att: N, Commodari Blvd Rte 542, 180' N, of

Sayward Road

Existing Zoning: D.R, 5 5
Proposed Zoning: R-0
Acres: 6,41 Acres
District 9th

Dear Mr, Commodari,

On review of the plan of February 25, 1981, and field
inspection, the State Highway Administration will require
all entrances to meet minimum state standards,

This may require some entrance's to be widened and
others to construct in common, .

Very truly yours,

; Charles Lee, Chief -
. Bureau of Engr. Access Permi ts

- iy Ll

by: George Wittman

CL-GW/es
N x
AR S £%
v O% fﬁi 2
¥ AR RS
a7 -
] s o S
: }i '3_:;? “‘9 » o
1 S S
iy & FY
S8 §
| j My telephone number is___301-659-1350
i -7 P.O. Box 717 { 707 Narth Calvert St., Baltimore, Maryland 21203
| ¢ BALTIMORE COUNTY
& FIRE DEPARTMENT
= TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204 . ;
: 825-7310 )
- PAL H. REINCKE ' 'J March 19, 1981 RS
CHIEF : .
Mr, Pilliam Nammand ce: Walter Reiter
Zoning Conmissioner Chairman of Board of Appeals
. Office of Planning and Zoning ' ’ .
S Baltimore County Office Building T : .
i i Towson, Maryland 21204 : '
4 ’ . S ‘ '
Attention: Nick Commodari, Chairman
i ! Zoning Plang Advisory Committee
i ' BB+ FProperty Owner: Arthur F, Gpnau, ET. al _ S
o . ‘ ) . : . ) ] - .
H - Location: E/S Loch Raven Blvd.  180' N. of Sayward Road |
; * Item No.: | 8 Zoning Agenda:Meeting of March 16,1981
b Gentlemen: ' ‘ v
Pursuant to your request, the referenced property has been surveyed by this = .
’ Bureau and the comments below marked with an "X" are applicable and required
£ to be corrected or incorporated into the final plans for the property. T
o X) 1, Fire hydrants for the referenced property are reguired and shall be
located at intervals or 200 ___ feet along an approved road in
oo accordance with Baltimoz= County Standards as published by the
- Department of Public Works. Hydrants at 300 foot intervals
) { )7 2. A second means of vehicle access is required fo.i- the site,
o { } 3. The vehicle dead end condition shown at
; E EXCEEDS the maximum allowed by the Fire Department,
i j + () 4. The site shall be mace to comply with all applicable parts of *:» C
é g, } - Fire Prevention Code prior to occupancy or beginning of operation., Yy
f _23:‘- . XX | 5. The buildings and structure.s'existing or proposed an the site shall
N camply with all applicable requirements of the National Fire Protectian
s Assclation Standard No. 101 *Life Safety Code®, 1976 Bdition prior
_ ¢ to occupancy. : 7 . - . ‘
b f‘ . ' B . . .

1) 6. Site plans are approved, as drawn,

©{ ) 7. The Fire Prevention Bureau has no canments, at this time.

Noted and . ’ /:- ’
7 Approved_:)({/ﬁfff;ﬂ ’72? //?w .’(TEWJ

Fire E_:‘evention Buréau
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BALTIMORE COUNTY
OFFICE OF PLANNING AND ZONING
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

NORMAN E. GERBER
DIRECTOR

April 14, 1981 S

Mr. Walter A. Reiter, Jr., Chairmen o ”’J
Board of Appeals ) -
Room 219 - Court House
Towsan, Maryland 21204

Dear Mr, Reiter:
Comments on ltem £ Zoning Cycle |, April, 1981, are as fallows: ;o

Property Owner: Arthur F, Gnau, et ql

Location: E/S Loch Raven Blvd. 180' N. of Sayward Road
Existing Zoning: D.R.5.5

Proposed Zoning: R-O

Acres: 6.41 acres

District: 9th

If the petition is gran.ed to reclassify the property to R-O, the owner must comply with
Section 203 of the Zoning Regulations, Section 203,5 requires a development plan be

q;proved by the Baltimore County Planning Board before any development or use may be
changed,

Very truly yours,

e 2 Wir by

John L. Wimbley
Planner 11
Current Planning and Development

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND L =y

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

Mr. Walter Reiter
Board of Appeals Chalrman March 27, 1981

- 1931 :
susjper. ele I -9 SR
RE: Oycle Zoning March 2, 1981 e =

PROPERTY OWNER: Arthur F, Gneu, et . al

- LOCATION: E/S Loch Raven Blvd. 180' N. of Sayward Road
EXISTING ZONING: D.R. 5.5

PROPOSED ZONING: R-0

ACRES: 6 L1 Acres L
DISTRICT: 9th T
ITEM NO. 8

Each existing structure, if it is to be occupied for a use other than an
existing dwelling, shall be required to apply for a change of use to the proposed
new use (from F-sidential R-l to "B" Business) and also an alteration permit to
upgrade the residertial structure to commercial use Code requirements, If the
structure cannot meet the height and area requirements of Table 305 it is quite
possible the change in use will be demied. The owners are advised to consult with
an architect familiar with the Baltimore County Building Code tc prevent possible
unexpected expenditure,

Section 105.2, Section 204.2, Section 106,7 will be of assistmnce to the
profesaional.

NOTE: All commenvs are based on date Provided on site plan and data

provided by the Zoning Advisory Committee. Ty
Comments in many cases cannot be more specific or advisory due -

to the limited in*ormation.

Charles E, Burnham
Plana Review Chief

CEB:rrJ
CC: Nick Commodari
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BALTIMORE COUNTY PUBLKC SCHOQOLS

Towson, Maryland — 21204

Robert Y. Dubel, Superintendent
Date: March 23, 1981

Mr. Walter Reiter

Chairman, Board of Appeals
Baltimore County Office Building
1111 West Chesareake Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

Zoning Cycle #1 March 16, 1981

RE: Item No: 8
Property Owner: Arthur F. Gnau, Et al
Location: E/S Loch Raven Blvd. 180! N. of Sayward Rd.
Present Zoning: D.R. 5.5
Propos=d Zoning: R-Q

School Situation

School Enrollment Capacity Over/under

Comment: Would not add to student populaticn.

Student Yield With: Existing Proposed
Zoning And Zoning
Elementary

Junior High

Senior High

Very truly yduts,

Q). Tt lord

Wm. Nick Petrovich, Assistant
Department of Planning

WNP/bp

- A—pu

- 3 - .

Since Yorkdale, the appellate courts have followed this rule and applied
to zoning controversies the law in effect at the time a case is decided.
O'Connell v. Bassler, 289 Md. 501, 425 A.2d 1003 (1981): County Council

for Prince George's County v. Carl M. Freeman Assocs., Inc., 281 md. 70,

76, 376 A.24 860, 863.-64 (1977); Rockville Fuel & Feed Co. v. City of

Gaithershurg, 266 Md. 117, 127, 291 A.24 672, 677 (1972).
Accordingly,becausetherecanbeandismdismtethat

the County Council has acted upon the subject property in the 1984

and apply Bill 136-84 in the present case,

Of course, any challenge to the 1984 legislation would require
the filing of a new and subsequent petition for reclassification with the
COlmtyBOa.rdoprpeals and would be handled in accordance with the
custcmary administrative Procedure. This would apply not only to the
Present case but also cther cases similarly pending at the time of
the enactment of the new maps.

mghtmttomiderorreachthemnts of the challenge to the 1980
Caprehensive Zoning Map legislation. For suci: issues to be cons ldered,
however, it should adopt the decision of Circuit Court Judge Edward A.
DelWaters reversing the administrative decision to grant the petition
filed with the Loty Board of Appeﬂs. The reasons requiring thae
reversal were well statad by Judge DeWaters and deserve to be affirmed
if this case is considered on the merits.
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BALTIMORE QOUNTY CCDF. - 1978 fn 0

PLANNING, ZONING AND SUBDIVISION CONTROL § 2221 Lo,

Sec. 22-21. Preparation of zoning regulations and zoning maps.

(2) The planning board shall from time to tim¢ recommend to the
county council for adoption, zoning regulations and zoning maps, showing
the boundaries of the proposed districts, divisions or zones into which
the county is divided pursuant to this title,

(b) The planning board from time to time may also recommend for
adoption gmendments or supplements to such regulations, and may st
Any ume, with prior approval by an affirmative vote of the county council,
review the existing zoning maps in effect throughout the county and
recommend to the county council srch comprehensive revisions thersof
48 the board may deem advisable in the lght of changed conditions. Any
legally adopted zoning map shall remain in affect unti] tha county council

e, 4
e

pﬁ-muﬁ

of the zoning maps by the county council, petitions for reclassific~+{o

jons,
lpodduupﬂoumdnﬁmcutotheexhﬂnzmningmm shall be
considered in the manner hereinsfter {n this title provided.

{c) After such zoning regulations and 2oning maps have been approv
brthophnninzboud,itshanraluuapreliminary report theno:
Thereafter, and subject to the giving of at Jenst twenty (20) days’ public
botice in two (2) Dewspapers of genera! circulation in the county, the
planning board shall hold one or more public hearings on the proposed
regulations, or maps, as the case may be. During the period of such
Dotice the preliminary report of the planning board, with accompanying
mape -and exhibits, if any, ahall be available for publie inspection tn
the county office building. After such bearing or hearings have been
beld, the director of Planning shall submit to the county council a report
:ntlining the final recommendations of the planning board with regard
o the proposed zoning regulations, or maps. as the case may be, and,

the case of zoning TOApS, & copy of the flual map as approved by the

€ board shall be attached to such report, In the event of any dis-
mont among the members of the planning boa:d as to ADY part
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§ 221 BALTIMORE COUNTY CODE ~ 1978

after auch action, the director of planning shall transmit the proposed
zoning map or portion thereof to the county council. Within the one-yeap
period immediately preceding April 18, 1976, and within each one-year
period immediately prectding April 18th of every fourth year thereafter,
the planning board, after completely reviewing the zoning map then in
effect, shall recommend to the county council a new or comprehensively
revised version of such map, in accordance with the procedure set forth
above. Within seven days after each such action, the director of planning
shall transmit said proposed new or revised zoning map to the county
council. The provisions of this subsection are mandatory and shall apply
regardless of any optional actions taken under subsections (a), (b) or
(¢). (Bill No. 80, 1960; Bill No. 72, 1969, § 1; Bill No. 42, 1970, § 1; Balta,
Co. Code, 1968, § 22.20)

Axsetatien—The courty council may not prohibit the establishment of a particulay

type of businise within the county unless such action is taken in sccordance with thig
saction 22-21 and the following section. Baltimore county v, American Oil Company

of al, 245 Md. TI9, 229 A 2d TR (1967).

See, 22-22. Actioa by county council on adoption of zoning reznhﬂons and

(a) After the county council has received a fincl report of the planning
board recommending adoption of any zoning regulations or zoning maps,
the county counell shall bold one or more public hearings thereon, giving
at least twenty (20) days’ notice thereof in at least two (2) newspapers
of general circulation in the county. During such twenty (20) day period,
the final report of the planning board with accompanying mapa and sup-
porting exhibits, if any, together with any minority report and maps
from any dissenting members of the planning board shall be shown and
exhibited in the county office building, in each councilmanie district and
at such other public place as the county council may designate for public
inspection. After the expiration of such period of notice, and following
the public hearing or hearings, the county council may by an ordinance
adopt such regulations or maps subject, however, to such changes or
amendmants therein as the county council may deem appropriate.

(b) Any change or amendment to be made in a zoning map as proposed
by the planning board shall, before final adoption of such map, be brought
to further public hearing, advertised and held in the same manner as
provided above in subsection (a). If further changes or amendmerts to
such map shall then be proposed in the county council, a final public
hearing, limited to such further changes or amendments, shall be adver-
tised and held in the same manner as provided above before final action
on such map is taken by the county council

{(c) Each change or amendment to b made in a zoning map as pro-
posed by the planning board shall be voted upon individually by the county
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IN THE

COURT OF SFECIAL APPEALS .

I‘QI‘ICNTODISPESSMDS'MINLIWOFBRIEF

I. MOTION TO DISMISS = - j. A

‘This appeal is moot and should beﬁiémi:%sed because the 1984
Baltimore County Countywide Camprehensive Zoning Ordinanee’ supersedes |
all pending adninistrative and judicial décisio.:'xs pertinent to zoning |
reclassification. On November 13, 1984, the County Geuncil for Baltimore
County enacted a series of camprehensive zoning ordin;c;s,- i.ncludinq -
Bill 136-84, dgsiénating the subject property .12 acres B.L. (Business
Local) and 6.29 acres D.R. 5.5 (Density Residential - maximm 5.5 units
per acre). The ordi.nanée is effective forty-fivé (45) days after its
enactment, on December 28, 1984, Prior to the scheduled oral arqument
in this appeal.
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The Baltimore County Code establishes a cyclical camprehensive CONCLUSTON a5p. 2 | , ‘:_
‘ | o APP. 4
zcning process, which requires countywide legislative rezoning every ~ . ' _
For the foregoing reasons, the Court of Special Appeals should ‘, t22.21 BALTIMORE COUNTY CODE S BALTIMRE COUNTY OCCE - 1978
four years under Sections 22-21 to 22-23. (App. 1) See Coppolino v. , o Q. Supp.) PLANNING, ZON e
; disniss this appeal as moot; in the alternative, the Court should " ARTICLE IIL ZONING | + ONING AND SUBDIVISION CONTROL § 22-24 E
County Board of Appeals of Baltimore County, 23 Md. App. 358, 28 A.2d 3 afE S . ol and _ &
— ‘ im the decision of the Circuit Court for Baltimore County for the ec. 22-21. Preparation of zoning regulati . ; councll, and each vote thereon shall be recorded in th .
55 (1974). This process provides property cwners and others to designate P = ing mape. Sulations sad 20n- (Bill No. 80, 1960; Bill No. 72, 1969, § 2; Bil No. 103, 1570, § 1. poree. ]
D reasons stated in the written Opinion of Judge Edward A. CeWaters. (c) After such zoni . : i Co. Code, 1968, § 22-21) P S '
properties as issues for consideration by the County Council. In 1984, approved by the zoning fesulatm.m and zoning maps have been ! i Annotation—Second hearing Is required by subsection (B) of section 22.22 wh i
o Respectfully sumitted, o pl?tthc y mplﬂmml boud._ it shall rel_e@c a preliminary ry- ¥4 ;ehl-nn or amendment to the recommendad comprehensive resoning map is pru:o::. ] 1
the property of Arthur F. Gnau, et al., on the east : ide of Loch Raven 1 - :’2"0, day:?;tblic n";f'-‘ﬂ_. .:l:io n&l;ncttothc ,m}:; of at least twenty =8 ord v. Baltimore County, Maryland, 268 Md. 172, 300 A. 24 204 1 A
e ; otice In newspapers of general circulation . N
Boulevard, north of Sayward Road, was designated as Issue 4=34 and so ? 0 th.'m::t:’l;‘b' planning board shall hold one (1) or more public P Sec. 22.23. County council action on regularly revised zoning map. 1
council 1 5) . Fhyllis Cole Friedman -- th.umoﬂm"puhﬁ: fmmxwo:o:mzapﬂ:‘uh boudgi may hold one (1) Each time the county eouncil receives a recommended zonin; map : l
: . . i ons or o : directo ; proced
publicized in the Baltimore County Log of Issues. (App ; Peter Max Zimmerman “f'mdh to the board by the county council, unloanuinl:i::::;l: * gl‘;mofths:cﬁon sz;f &I:ng::t:n e‘iiiﬁﬁih.n forth. i oeyn subsection " "
Following receipt of the report and recamendation of the Baltimore .- B :o“c bearings by resclution of the county council adopted pursuant { or hearings therson, in accordance with the orthwith schedule a Learing o
é Attorneys for Appellee . report o(n:&.t During the period of such notice, the preliminary 22.22. Before March 31, 1971, the council s} mll oc‘dedur:; set forth in section - : -
County Planning Board, the County Council held public hearings. In : : m""’i{ any m m ‘;:h pmmpmying mape ::;d exhib- : map r-eviously recommended by the planning opt :n :r;tisr: c;ou:rtrwide o
| o8 or hearbecion in the county a3 may be made in ith sertion 2550 o revisions | 17
office building. After such hearing or hearings have been held, the - E y accordance with section 22-22, Before October 16th of ‘-
i ve been held, the 1978 and before October 16th of esch of the later years in which it is -

accordance with the custamary and prescribed procedure, cn September 4, r _— ol b ing tull by of bae e | :
ini Y i county council a report required in this titl :
1984, the County Council retired and so decided those issues which, xmth; rf;u:n.l mom_mendat:o;. of the phnningthboud with T mended by the pl e that the Pmﬂl:‘:ﬁe; “‘;!i‘lslt;!;‘ ‘o; ﬁ:ptm:: be reul:eﬁ. . \
. . posed zoning regulations, or mape, as £ Case may P : board, e comp
. : - be; and, in the case of zoni ) S county-wide zoning map last so recommended with such reviai
in the opinion of the legislative body, warranted no further consideration. i 2 X zoning maps, & copy of the (i al map a3 ! r revisions as may ‘
op ’ H ::provod bytnephnmu_ board shall be attached to such report. In 4 ;‘mm&d:#oﬁmn_ ce gothccdmon 22-22. (Bill No. 72, 1969, § 8: Bill o
Among those issues retired was the Gnau issue, Mo, 4-34 ag refi_cted in bo::“m of any disagreement among the members of the planning ;! _‘ » § 2; Balto. Co. Code, 1968, § 22-21.1) : : o
{ a d as to any part o!tho proposed zoning map or regulations, the BT
the County Council minutes of that session. (App. 8) Then, on November _ issenting member of members shall be entitled to file with the -
Cpunty council one (1) or more minority reports stating the basis for S
13, 1984, the Council formalized its decision in Bill 136-84. {(App.ll) : . &‘“ isagreement with the majority, which shall be included with l
: I . T (B ‘:‘llnportof the majority. "
In so doing, it autcmatically superseded ard mooted all pending contro- ' i No. 139, 1981, § 1) ) .
. - o2 s s i 11 o 12,11, s ' | | '~
versies arising from administrative petitions for reclassification F "t _ -2l temainder of the section is Dot set out. i
‘ i s'“‘ 22'2“9 n'zso “ﬂ‘ﬂlﬂ. -

pertaining to the previous 1980 process. ' |
. Bul_lurl Apte—Section 22-2¢, delegating the soning commissionsr tle I
interim power to change the zoming classification of property and the '
mathod for such classification, derived from Bill Ne. 80, 1980, Biil No. b | .
ulm.nmm.ss.uu.muuo.'rz.tm.u.nmm.u.mo.!& ] l |

Bill No. 122, 1978, and Balta. Co. Code, 1968, § 22.22; and section 22-25, provid-

AT }
Geig e

The Court of Appeals, in another zoning case arising in Baltimore

County has said, ing f;
-- foe m of reclassification petition fling duri ion of
"Maryland consistently has followed the rule that '[a]n AR, derived from Bill No. 72,1969, 4 5. ;‘Tl '&1.’22"1‘37'0. ‘l;"‘; '
‘ : 200 ] : ~

appellate court is bound to decide a case according to

existing laws, even though a judgment rightful when

rendered by the court below should be reversed as a

consequence,'... ." Yorkdale Corporation v. Powell, | =

237 Md. 121, 205 A.2d 269 (1964). i . |
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5 ’ g =5 5 = gé’i g3 3 g b Legislative Day No. 16 3 roll call vote: , ' s
- 2O m 5| 2<a 3T p £ September 4, 1984 7:30 P.M. E A - |
[ l 1 :"%" o d :éﬂrﬂ S’gm §’5 g E g -------- ————s e edotdbeihadebidhsibedteteteiesbtuiv sttt memaenresamaamemacace. co- g - N':i : :“:ﬁ:ernell. Huddles, Smith, Bachur, Lauenstein, Gallagher and 0'Rourke ' v
. 3 =< gl o 370 : .
= » - A, Th i i
= o a al 233 L9F| T o i ¢ meeting was called to order by the Chairman at 7:35 P.M. The Chai : C /
’ q 29 ¢ fligg T22)z3%% : 1 1egtantSKE8 th Budience o rise for a Rament of sent ovaper and oo ponsirt ] cunctlnan Huddles moved o retire the following tssues fron the ap process:
l S & o E— ;:“.I" ehw ﬁs?g oE following Councﬂmemgg;-s weﬁ?p::;:n:?pr‘oximate’ly 60 persons in attendance and the ;: g‘é 2-19 2-33 2-53 2-70 2-78 2-30
A = %, - : - ‘ - 2-20 2-38 2-54 2-71 R :
. -3 2 - - 2-79 2-91 WL
’ ’g" , ad Ronald B. Mickernell First Distri 2_5 2_24 2-46 2-57 2.72 2-82
4 _ ct 12 2-26 2-47 e
2 ! wo « xm mond . - : s Gary Huddles Second District 2-13 2-31 2-43 228 2-73 2-83 C R
e « g 2523 78 PEPFy 929 rFEn 8 . James T. Smith, Jr. Third District 217 -2 252 e 2-76 2-88 L
A w r Seg o2 agf‘, 7389 €39 S3=25 & ! ﬁ"ba"uF. Bachur Fourth District 2-67 271 2-89 T
e : I+2 8 23w3 2 ol aZd]l aamx ' o orman W. Lauenstein Fifth Distr{ Councilman Lauenstei -
5 QQ = H 28l 8% g7g - E==3 FO3 8 EF s |18 - Eugene W. Gallagher Sixth Districe roll call votes | ooonicd the mation and the issues were retired by the following
= b < 3 3 _ = "ig e 9':“"m s I+ ﬁ;;' ; g 2 : John W. 0'Rourke Seventh District A
» = > = -t e . . . g - HiCk »
O E g ? ' ag g g gé’mmg 35’; s8& o -é E & 8. Approval of Journal N':y - Noneeme" Huddles, Smith, Bachur, Lauenstein, Gallagher and 0'Rourke
(< > ® - JRE) w2 dc] and s 2 o e Councilman Smith moved to retire the foll
Q. ' ? :":f" . 2 “'.3 S8l 0238 el B r:ﬁ ,’-‘-‘ Upon motion by Councilman Smith, seconded by Councilman Layenstein the readi eriowing fssues from the Map Process:
© 0 - i l ] WA+ g 3] 1+ 7@ o > =z 5 ‘- of the Journal Entriess for the meeting of August 6, 1983 : reacing 3-1 3-37 3-81
. E : J % o > . ’% % o = - g 7 E , mously. qust 6, 1984 was waived and accepted unani- 3.7 3-39 3:82 .‘;‘-%gg 3-136 £ 3-179
. ; —2 ey < ’ 3-8 3-20 3.83 : =142 3-180
5 8 S = 11 ﬁ = o m 3z i €. Enrollment of Bi11s -9 3-41 3-es ue 3 3-181
| o & o m |: g - - 3-42 3-86 3-112 3-14 s
, . . . N i The Ch 3-18 -147 3-184
-N v T 1 - N 100 e oy et LIRS 1S 1 b e by e cowr S - R B
: — > T = = o = ' 89-84 - - - - " ed to the Secretary, Bills 3-17 - - - -
g g g } 2 3 35 = z 9 ! Too.gs, 0 84, 91-84, 98-84, 99-84, 100-¢4, 103-84, 104-84, 106-84, 107-84, 108-84 and 3.18 364 3% i 31 31z
* s = ; . 3-19 3-69 3-94 3-121 ) :
- - 3-162 -
- 5 fr >b ] ; 2 D. Introduction of Bills g'gg g';g g'g? 3-125 3-165 g-gg
' - - - 3-128 3-174 3.
2 - o BI11 N 3-34 3-73 lor
N 0. 111-84 entitled An Ordinance for th i - 3-8 3-132 3-176 3-1
i A g j ?g 7 . Current Expense Budget, by appropriating State ?Enﬁse£§§p§3§1?Iu?ﬂeﬁﬂl;‘ﬁaﬁ:"‘tégﬁﬁgﬂ 3-36 3-80 3-102 3-134 3-178 3200
- o ¥ 708, Sections 6A through C and received through the State of e Council
- 7] gn the State of Maryland Office on Aging. unciiman Huddles seconded the motion and th
' s = o o= o = H 8111 No roll ¢all vote: né the issues were retired by the following -
- 2 - i =2 3 o ployees ta dTSCoTETnue menberanip In the. crpeentr?ost,of, duthorizing part-tine en- A o
b : " & o o . e employee's retir - Aye - Hick ) -
” p< =& % :?gglt:""s‘t"}“;;‘g restrictions upon withdraws] from thj‘;‘;:{-e;y;;e':ug;dgp?g;:::n y ui'y . uoﬁeem"' Huddles, Smith, Bachur, Lauenstein, Gallagher and 0'Rourke .
o D certain cate; restating the provisions of the retirement icable 3 | :
_ to part-tf . L system applicable ol )
) d ’ rl ssgg g ] shig in Eh:ee:;g;;g:?:’r:ﬂggggtog;glge language; and generally relating to memoer- Counctlwoman Bachur moved to retire the following issues from the Map Process:
J | 28g2sz e . § 3-1 4-15 s ‘ ,
. - i -34 4-548 g
- I l »n 85833 4 : > Bil) No. 113-84 entitled An Ordinance to authorize and empower Baltimore Count X Mg 4-16 4-36 4-56 t;a -,
{ e 3 & ™ ™ to 1siug,sell and deliver an y 4-3 . 1 o
$ - o - aggregate principal amount not to exceed $35,000,000 of 4-18 4-38 4-59
[ ICH 2 = :e gg::iytgugfige:;gzatgd ds .(?;;Smre County Publfc Works Bonds (1985); said Baltinore i a5 e 4-39 4-60 .
e P >y rks Bonds to be issued, sold and deli provi i : ' 4-40 4-61 v
: ~ oo = ) Ordin ¢ » and delivered as provided by this ; 4- ‘ : e
.S abe = 3 ‘= ance for the purpose of providing funds for th 6 4-25 §-42 4-5 ey
i S 2 g™ ir of pub) e constructicn, improvement and 4-8 3 >
I+ 2 & Z > I F repair of public roads, streets, highways and sidewalks, i i 4-28 4-43 4-64
. 2 £ = — s, including bridges, viaducts, . 8- - ;
J ” g g J - :§ 1 grade crossings and storm water drafnage systems, in Baltimore County, Maryland. ] 4.?1 Lg? :‘::g :-gg Epd
: o = : 8111 No. 114-84 entitled An Ordinance for the ) 4-12 4-32 4-51 4-67 o
a Buc urpase of - - -
I ) n 2‘:{?2’,‘: ‘%gengga;‘ggegg :ydappm?r“tiﬂg State funds mgdepavgi?ab?:egglgga::etéged 5 » 4-13 4-33 8-53 3-69
. ’ né received through the State of Maryland Office on Aging. Council M
.. k ——— N\ ) J y | §1ng ! il c‘_lﬁﬂvo::i:emen seconded the motion and the issues were retired by the following o
P T N B K ' l :ﬁi . :;::emen, Huddles, Smith, Bachur, Lauenstein, Gallagher and 0'Rourka @
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' ' ! is Resolutiun was ynanimously approved, i , o i
Huddles, seconded by Councilman 0 Rourke this Re Y ' | - ape. L AeP. 13 U IN THE MATTER OF *  BEFORE THE
8-84 - IRB - Hunt Valley Motel Associates Ltd. Part. .ship £ . ; _
13- - Seymour Weiner, M.D., P.A. Pl _ COUNTY COUNGIL OF BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND . MR, AND MRS. ARTHUR F, GNAU *
‘ . Leglelative Day No. _20 1. declires that it would have ordained the remmining ovdinance 5 6801 Loch Raven Boulevard BOARD OF APPEALS
Both of these IRB Resolutions were for introduction only at this meeting. ‘ Legialative Session 1964, Day No. 20 ; ‘ Tem Provisions of this | Baltimore, Maryland 21204 N
5 ' o BILL NO, 136-34 2 and the remining portions of said map without the provisicns ar pertion or !
11. Resclution No. B0-84 - CDA Financing - The Paths at Loveton Farms : ), the splication therest so held imvalid, § MR. AND MRS. ARTHUR R. GNAG *  TOR
_ . : i _ . Ronald B. Hickernall , Councilmas : . . . 3 #6713 Loch Raven Boulevard
At the direction of the Chairman, the Secretary read this Re§oiutmn indicating ; M:B'R;:um n?cc,n__z___-:n;e&‘mm ' s SECTTON 5. And be it further ordained, that this Ordinance shall take Baltimore, Maryland 21239 *
that the County Council approves the use of land selected as the partzcular location : S effect forty-five days atter Ltx enactment. y BALTINORE COUNTY,
for a community development project known as “The Paths at Loveton Farms". There being | By the Comby Comil, __November 5. 1981 - : MR. AND MRS. NICHOLAS STANSTACOS *
no discussion, upon motion by Councilman Smith, seconded by Councilman Gallagher, this ! - ‘ ; 6711 Loch Raven Boulevard
Resolution was umanimously approved. : TET k Baltimore, Maryland 21239 *  MARYLAND
12. Resolution No. 81-84 - ctarification of RO zones for residences R ) - Pourth Dlsteict - MR. AND MRS. GEORGE SEIDEL, SR. «
! P Ml FOIVNCE concerning the Comprahensive Zoning Maps : : 6709 Loch Raven Boulevard
At the direction of the Chairman, the Secretary read the resolution request- i - FOR the prpose of repsaling certain existing zoning meps and to adope an ; Baltimore, Maryland 21239 *
] id ndments to the Baltimore Councy Zoning Regulations _ 3 .
ing the Planning Board to consider ame : ffice builds afficial aoning mep for the Pourth Councilmenic District of Baltimore i
in order to clarify the method of conversion of existing residences to office ﬁ} 5 - _ . ; MRS. MILDRED JAWORSKI "
ings in the RO zones of the Count)f. Councilwoman Bachur commented brieﬂ% on %lm:n HE S County, such map to be known a8 the 1984 Official Comprehensive Mourth _ 6707 Loch Raven Boulevard
Resolution. Thereafter, upon mot1$n byICouncﬂwor:an Bachur, seconded by Counc Gouncilmnic District Zoning Map for Baltinore County &xd to supersede ) Baltimore, Maryland 21239 *
! jon was unanimously approved. - - §
0'Rourke, this Resclutic Yy 2pp ? : ay powvious mpe by the County Coneil of Baltimore g . . R X i . . \ . . . R R ]
13. Appointment - Telecommunications Advisory Panel | ‘ County for that particular diserice.
. . . - NIEREAS, urder Section 22-22, Baltimore Cown -
This appointment was discussed earlier in the meeting. i( the provisions of > ty AMENDED MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT
. . s ' Gode, 1978, the Cownty Council has received a final report of the S OF PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION
14. Resolution No. 82-84 - Mr. Hickernell - Lighthouse, Inc. - tax exemption ( Planning Board on coe Board's proposed Oounty-wide Comprshensive Zoning -
B o LA
This Resolution was withdrawn prior to the meeting. . i Map for Baltinore County and has hald public hearings therwon after — _ NOW COME Mr. and Mrs. Arthur F. Gnau, Mr. and Mrs. Arthur R,
1 3 lermt 20 days' notice thersof in at least two newspapers of ' 3
j . 83-84 - Messrs. Gallagher/0'Rourke/Smith/Huddles-RO Zones .. giving ac - 3 ) . - )
15. Resolution No . S seneral circulation £ the Countys and ducing the period of much : Gnau, Mr. and Mrs. Nicholas Stamstacos, Mr. and Mre. George Seidel ,
At the direction of the Cljain'nan. the Secretary_read th? resolution requesting notice the final report of the Plarning Board, with accompanying maps ) Sr. and Mrs, Mildred Jaworski by Charles E. Brooks and the Law
the Planning Board to review individual doctors and dentists offices in RO zones as a o _ flce of - ,
matter of right. Councilmembers Hjckerne‘!h Gallagher and Huddles commented briefly SRS and supporting exhibits, were shown and exhibited in the Office | Offices of Charles E. Brooks, and for Ameaded Memorandum in
on this Resolution. Thereafter, upon motion by Councilman G;Hagher. seconded by b PLanning and Zoning, in each Councilmnic District, and at such other - . ’
Councilman Q'Rourke, this Resolution was unanimously approved. ‘ ‘ : Public places as designated by the County Council; and after the expiration : 1 Support of their Petition for Reclassification of their
16. Resolution No. 84-84 - IRB - Wolk Press, Inc. l{ of such period of notice and hearings, the County Council made certain . properties, say:
- : : ’ changes in the Comprehensive Zoning Map for the Fourth Councilmenic _
At the direction of the Chairman, the Secretary read this industrial revenue ] : - . )
bond resolution for Wolk Press. Mr. Hannon and Rich Davis appeared. Tf'ler'e being no ; : Cistrict of Baltimore County which the County Council deemed aporopriates g 1. That, the County Council of Baltimore County and the
discussion, upon motion by Councilman Huddles, seconded by Councilman O'Rourke, this o, hecefors Lo County Executive of Baltimore County erred with the adoption of
Resolution was unarimously approved. ‘ v e it ‘e Con 11 of Baltinore Coumty o
L - . SECTION 1, ordained E Ez Counc ——— L ‘ % e . :
17. Retirement of Zcning Issues 4 2. Maryland, that the portion of the official zoning map of Baltimare Cou the County-wide zoning maps for Baltimore County on December 11,
Councilman Hickernell moved to retire the following issues from the Compre- . 3.  ounty referred to in Section 100.2 of ... Balt more County Zoning . 1980 in failing to have the above-referenced properties reclassi-
- . ?l . . : p
hensive Zoning Map Process: .‘ ; & _Tﬁm-f-zf:ﬁt«:fmlud.lu?_:rz.m?_:_;“'_'_‘ff ______ o s I fied from a DR 5.5 zone to an R-0 zone and a portion thereof BL
- 1-6 1-14 1-27 : EXPLANATION: CAPITALS INDICATE MATTER ADDED TO EXISTING LAW, s ‘ _ -
%-% 1-8 1-19 1-28 | [Bnck-:-} indicate matter strickea from existing law. oo . zone with a CCC District, in that they failed in their duties to
1-3 1-9 1-20 1-33 L': r Strilee cut indicates matter stricken from bill, ¢ o 7 -3 "
1-4 1-10 1-21 1-37 L Hodezlizing indicates amondments to bill. @g " recognize the numerous salient factors which, by having failed
1-5 1-11 1-22 1-42 oo HS/ber i : _ .
; ? % ,fa ) . to designate the properties as R-0O and a portion thereof BL with
Councilman Gallagher seconded the motion and the issues were retired by the following f ] 3 'y
g a CCC District and classifying the same as DR 5.5, has resulted
‘ - C e L : L R h e e CHARLES E. BRooks || in the taking of your Petitioners! properties without just and
T ' " S . : T rowsam, wo. arzas
C C C 0 © g : 3 | e
8 Th he £ IN THE MATTER OF , * - BEFORE THE ‘
. at, the failure to establish these roperti
reasonable compensation in that the properties zoned DR 5.5 ’ properties as an MR. AND MRS. ARTHUR F. GNAU *
_ ) _ R-0 zone and a portion thereof BL zone with a CCC District is 6801 Loch Raven Boulevard BOARD OF APPEALS !
cannot be disposed cf for their fair and reasonable market value, Baltimore, Maryland 21204 * {
] - -~ .
o . ] ) further in error in that it would have not only provided a fair ‘ ' ; o T T S
2. That, the subject properties are the only properties MR. AND MRS. ARTHUR R. GNAU * FOR '
and reasonable use for the subject properti i v a
located on the east side of Loch Raven Boulevard from the J prope S, 1t would have also g;ﬁgiﬁgsg Rﬁ;iglggglg¥2§g * 494-3180 B )
created a buffer zone between Loch Raven B ule d and i . ’ ' 3 MARVLAN ' ' : :
Baltimore City line to Taylor Avenue which is not available for © vard and its MR. AND MRS. NICHOLAS STAMSTACOS * BALTINORE COUNTY, MA ND {L @nnutg ?H:fh ot ﬂﬁp!ﬂﬂ SEp ;931 A
commercial uses and the DR 5.5 communi i i ' i \ 1 ; ° Room 219, Court House :
a use other than single-family housing. ty which lies tmmediately 32%515352 Rﬁzﬁglgﬁglf‘;{ggg * \,BQ, Towson, Meryland 21204 , &
contiguous to the subject i i i i ’ Ox" September 1, 1981 i :
3. That, at the time of the construction of your Petitionerd' J properties in an easterly direction but MR. AND MRS. GEORGE SEIDEL. SR * q ’ '
i L n [ 7. » "
which do not front d fac j i ' )
homes, the Loch Knoll community, which is delimited to the subject and/or face the subject properties, 6709_L00h Raven Boulevard « _ —
o That, that sixt 60 ¢ : Baltimore, Maryland 21239 ‘ _ . . : _
. 121, at six i i : , - . TN
properties and other properties now used for commercial purposes, Y (090 foot wide portion of the rropery fj% MRS. MILDRED JAWORSKI %k Charles E. Brooks, Esq. _ S - - T
. . . . of Arthur F. Gnau and wife, Petitioners herein, which has here- i 670’} Loch Raven Boulevard ' 610 Bosley Avenve _ : § 5
was a limited residential community surrounded by large open toto ained . . b Baltimore, Maryland 21239 * Towson, Md. 21204 By ... ... Do
. re contained a large mac i i i j - i ) N —t .
Spaces which now have been developed for commercial, apartment . adam parking facility used in conjunc * * * * * * * * * x * * * * Re: Item #8, Cycle 1 _ ' :
tion with an aijoinin ; : : - : tal . :
Oor municipal uses. Loch Raven Boulevard, on which each of the JOIIINE property. should have been retained and r; Arthor F. Cnav, ﬁt"g'l' ' N v -
. . . maintained in a BL zone with CCC Di ict. H Y : PR
subject properties front, at the time of their construction, was N ® CCC District 3 OF pETl\I%;{ggAllj‘?gH"lg? igggg?gATION . o
A I Leidhra, .
AND such other and 9 Dear Mr. Brooks:
a two-lane highway, which, at best, was used for primarily and further reasons as shall be presented by Voo ‘
. ) _ ) testimony at the time of a i ) o . . : - R '
residential travel but is now a seven-lane divided highway which y o ny hearing hereon E NOW COMES Mr. and Mrs. Arthur F, Gnau, Mr. and Mrs. Arthur R. |, Your request for postponement of this case will be granted by
. A Respectfully submitted, § ] Gnau, Mr, and Mrs. Nicholas Stamstacos, Mr. and Mrs. George Seidel the County Board of Appeals. However, since the opplicable provisions
has become a major arterial collector route, H ‘: ! ’ of the Charter require that the case and the assigned hearing date be advertised,
4. That, at the time of the construction of the subject i; Sr. and Mrs. Mildred Jaworski, by Charles E. Brooks and the Law bc_’*h 7"'”'9 newspaper and by posting, it willbefneoessary fhﬂf‘fe continve
£ ‘ , . with this procedure., Further, to make certain that all requirements are N
homes, the intersection of Taylor Avenue and Loch Raven Boulevard %g Offices of Charles E. Brooks, and for Memorandum in Support o met, it will be necessary thot on the morning of the day upon which the ease i
) s . . ) cesizned, the record ke opened and the fact of the postponement and the
was used for very limited commercial functions centering around . % F their Petition for Reclassification of their properties, says: :,-.Jna_; ;here.‘ore ke reqdpinto the record, and the ;fozst::nemenf be formolly
harles E. Bpfoks E e : -_- ‘;
two dairy and ice cream parlors which intersection now is Law Offices of Charles E. Brooks 1. That, the County Council of Baltimore County and the grented, - :
610 Bosley Avenue vk . . . . . . -
developed with four major shopping facilities consisting of : psing Towson, Maryland 21204 P County Executive of Baltirmore County erred with the adoption of Accordingly, it is requested that you, or someone representing .
- = e 296-2600 : ' oy, appear on the morning of the scheduled date so that lete thi ) :
] ) T e P i . , you, app morning o schedule e so we can complete this ) ,
literally tens of thousands of square feet of buildings used for Sé -3 Att for Petits i 3 the County-wide zoning maps for Baltimore County on December 11, formality, which is necessary for the Pefitioner's protection. = You mead not, .
= _ orneys ior Petitioners : . . . . . . e . S
commercial purposes to service, not only the local community cw T ¢ aer P : 1980 in failing to have the above-referenced properties reclassifiqd of course, be aczompanied by either parties or witnesses for this purpose. in 3y
’ ’ _ os = o.f;;\-U P -~ : - C : : cddition to making certain that all legal requirements with regord to the - .
but shoppers from distant locations. BE :‘gg 53 “  |/from a DR 5.5 Zone to an R-0O zone, in that they failed in their scheduling, advertising, notification, and opening the record of the cose are
‘ ' 5 8% ' : , havi p met, this procedure will also give the Board the opportunity to explain the facts
5. That, at the time of the adoption of the maps, that X = s Doy duties to recognize the numerous salient factors which, by hav ng v concerning the postponement and the reasons therefore to any interested parties
Lo - c ey hed i . :
property located on the west side of Loch Raven Boulevard, imme- i ; failed to designate the properties as R-O and classifying the same who appear on the scheduled day pursuant to the ﬁf'\'?fhsemeﬂf
diately facing the subject properties, was zoned for mid- and ; ;‘ as DR 5.5, has resulted in the taking of. your Petitioners!t Very truly yours,
high-rise apartments and an existing fire department facility, ;,’ ; properties without just and reasonable compensation in that the |
which use is not limited to normal business hours, but which is ? : [properties zoned DR 5.5 cannot be disposed of for their fair and - ﬁ};jf,@t 7. 2“,/1,,5,;‘?' cru b
LAW OFFICES oo . ks A = SlarL ;'-;"
ARLEB E. BROCKS used 24 hours a day’ 365 days a year, cHARII-.“E\:oEF.”:;’ooxs LAW GOFFICEN reasonable market value, - | Wl”lﬂl’l‘l T. Hocketf, Chmrman
#10 BOSLEY AVENUT €18 BOSLLY AvENuE CHARLES E. BROOKS ,
rowsou._uo. 21704 TOWSON, MD. 21204 -3- 10 BOILEY AVENUK 1
2082800 2982500 rowson;:n. avrz0a I .
-2- #oe-2400 I Wit:e
. cc: Arthur F, and Estelle E. Gnau Gary C. Duvall, Esq.
! : Mildred Hilda Jaworski . Mr. J. E. Dyer
bl George J. ond Edith M. Seidel ‘
| : Nick G. Stamatacos, et al
ll Arthur R, and Emma H. Gnau
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- o 2. That, the subject properties are the only properties have also created a tuffer zone between Loch Raver Poulevard and : IN THE MATTZR OF * BEFORE THE
. - ATE, 12 : . ’ - . X - o i
{ located on the east side of Loch Raven Boulevard from the Baltimore its commercial uses and the DR 5.5 community which lies immediatelsy ggélAND MRS. ARTHUR F. GNAU ¥
) ’_ | E . . . . ' , N o9 Lock Raven Boulevard BOARD OF APPEALS
1. comprehensive revisione of portions thersof as it pertaine to the urth f City line to Taylor Avenue which is not avallgble for a use other | contiguous to the suhject properties in an easterly direction but altimore, Maryland 21204 . % | ;
2. ouncilmnic District of Baltimors County, bw and .. is hereby repsalad, Fol ) . , : _ M AN : ' .
i than =single-family housing. _ s : \ . . . R. D MRS. ARTHR R. GNAU * FOR : i
.. d that the - ard districts, as established by the Baltimt . ! ; . ) o | which do not front and/or face the subject perertles. 6713_Loch Raven Boulevawd i
4.  Comty %oning Requlaticns, as shown an the Official Corpreensive Mourth oo 3. That, at the time of the construction of vour Petitioners _ AND such other and further reasons as shall be presented by i Baltimore, Maryland 21239 * BALTL 0' £ oo _ R
- o : : L . MOR UNTY, MARYLAND e R
$-  Cxmclimoic District loning Mep For Baltinom Guoty dccorparying this . homes, the Loch Knoll community, which is delimited to the subject testimon i i ' : HR. AND MRS, NICHOLAS STAMSTACOS  * R A
i ’ mony at the time of any hearing hereon.
6.  ordinance, are berehy established. ! _ 6711.Loch Raven Boulevard : . e
7. SECTION 2. Be it further ordained, that the accompanying Cfficial | properties and other properties now used for commercial purpases, .‘ Respectfully submitted, lBaltlmore, Maryland 21239 * . | ,
R Cooprehersive Pourth Councilmanic District Zoning Map Por Baltimors County is b was ° limited residential community surrounded by large -open spaceg - : ’MR. AND MRS, GEORGE SEIDEL, SR, .. *
) . ' 6709 Loch Raven Boulevard
ared be of this ordinance to the same axt.nt o . . .
9. beredy adpted and declared o .:otﬂm e il ; ) which now have been developed for commercial, apartment or municipdl Baltimore, Maryland 21239 . *
14, aa {f it were incorporaced herein. cial Comprehens Fourth Council ‘ '
1. wanic Districe Ioning Map is a series of maps drawn to the scale of 1%=200%, . uses. Loch Raven Boulevard, on which each of the subject propertigs 3237 EILDRED JAWORSKI o : , SR
‘ r _ i SR 5 _Loch Raven Boulevard : »
13- 550 MEhRELCALon Sech Map of the fevies shll e tigned by the : front, at the,time of their construction, was a two-lane highway, awr(,??iwéharlm E. Brooks Baltimore, Maryland 21239 *
13, of the Baltimore County Gouncil. When this ordinance scands snactad, the _ : 610 Bosléy Avenue * o - : _
14, secTetary of the County Council shall deliver the same Cfficial Comprehensive }r * which, at best, was used for primarily residential travel but is : , , Towson, Maryland 21204 ,.,. * * * * * O x " r % N . . Y
; 296-2600

18. Fourth Gxncilmnic District Zoring Map for Baltimcre County to the Zoning

now -a seven-lanc divided highway which has become a major arterial
18, Commi ssicner who shall therwspon have legal custody of said mep. )

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT

Attorney for P'ti ioners .
orney etitioners OF PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION.

collector route,

[,

1. SECTION 3. Be it further ordained. that the dimension of any aone or | »
N = . Y e o€ the mp scle on the ' 4. That, at the time of the construction of the subject homed . | o . )
19, 0ing map, scaled to the nearest foot. The Zoning Commissicner of Baltimore ! : NOW COMES Mr. and Mrs. Arthur F. Gnau, Mr. and Mrs. Arthur R, |, | if :

ivel the L., the intersection of Taylor Avenue azd Loch Raven Boulevard was
20. Coumnty and the ounty Board of Appeals shall conclus Y determine i

1. location and dimensions of zone and district boundaies from the official 200
22, scale xxiing map.

| Gnau, Mr, and Mrs. Nicholas Stamstacos, Mr, and Mrs. George Seidel |
used for very limited commercial functions centering around two

r——

Sr, and Mrs, Mildred Jaworski, by Charles E. Brooks and the Law

dairy and ice cream parlors which intersection now is developed

a3. SECTTON 4. Be it further crdained, that in case it be judicially N ) J Offices of Charles k. hrooks, and Zor Hemorandun 1 Suoport o
cermined phrase ; i j i facilities consisting of literally tens 7
. tha word, ¢+ clause, sentence, paragraph or secrion of g with four major shopping | | .
) . “d*“'“'tm } ; . their Petition for Reclassification of.thejr properties, says:
= whis » OF Ehac the applicacion thersof, ot the appllication of any of thousands of square feet of huildings used for commercial :

#6.  portion of the Official Comprehensive fourth Councilmnic District & ng Map 1. That, the County Council of Baltimore County and the

27, for Baltimore County, scccwpanying this ovdinance, to any person, property,

4. o ciromstance is invalid, the remmining provisions ¢ this ordinance am
» ication of the resain . - . . : A .

o % splicasion of such provisions, and the spplica s - 5. That, at the time of the adoption of the maps, that ; ) s

3. portions of said Comprehensive Pourth buncilmnic District Zoning Map For - . . . i ‘ . _

ar, Baltimore County to other perscns, properties, or circumtances shall not be property located on the west side of Loch Raven Boulevard, imme-

purposes to service, not only the local community, but shoppers | | | .
County Executive of Baltimore County erred with the adoption of Lo
from distant locations. . ey

H T
3

the County-wide zoning maps for Baltimore County on December 11,

1980 in failing to have the above~referenced broperties reclassifidd

sy

from a DR 5.5 Zone to an R-O zone, in that they failed in their

3. asfected thereoy; the County Gouncil of Baltimore County, Maryland, herety : _ diately facing the subject properties, was zoned for mid- and ; ! | o
. : ¢ duties to recognize the numerous salient factors which, by having
high-rise apartments and an existing fire department facility, . 7 -
.. . ; 7 failed to designate the properties as R-0 and classifying the same
which use is not limited to normal business hours, but which is : ’; - |
. | f . as DR 5.5, has resulted in the taking of your Petitioners:®
used 24 hours a day, 365 days a year. ; ‘i ‘ _
_ _ . - B § * properties without just and reasonable compensation in that the
B - 6. That, the failure to establish these properties as an R-O o !
3 LAW OFFiCES : i _ P Law oFFICES properties zoned DR 5.5 cannot be disposed of for their fair and
CHARLES E. BROOKS Hzone is further in error in that it would have not only provided |3 CHARLES E. BROOKS | , : g
s e oo S e e T e e B R lmlall..l\';\l;l:::‘ ) ) : - . ” _?; 210 HONLEY AVENUK ) -3 LAW OFFICES reasonable market value. .
Sl T . : R ' Lo ‘ o e o 2 fair and reasonable use for the subject properties, it would i §  vowson. mo. aaos - e o BRooks, =
"' - - B - - gy A £TELY o) FOED vt S hertd Bl At deadeifi bt i _;,.,5\_\: u.:::_‘.::"."‘-:Llf"... Fae 2l ;7-' HE. ) e . A ? xé: ape-a600 ' ) | TOWSON, Mo. x120a : ‘-
il - e v et l | | | - 'f;f | 2983000 '
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2, That, the subject properties are the only properties § ) ' o - {
located on the east side of Loch Raven Boulevard from the Baltimorsd ; f} E? i - — e — : -
City line to Taylor Avenue which is not available for a use other ' have also created a buffer zone between Loch Raven Boulevard and v». S PETITION FOR RE-CLASSIFICATION & REDISTRICTING , Beginning for the same at a point on the east side of Loch Raven - T
than single-family housing. ' its commercial uses and the DR 5.5 community which lies immediately ‘ | Sth DISTRICT Boulevard, said point being distant 1037.3 feet, more or less, northerly from . R
i io Petiti rs' i j ties in an easterly direction but ; the i i .
‘ 3. That, at the time of the construction of your Petitioners | contiguous to the subj ef?t properties y ZONING: Petition for Re-classification and Redistricting 8 e intersection formed by the east side of said Boulevard and the center
homes, the Loch Knoll community, which is delimited to the subject which do not front and/or face the subject properties. : ' line of Sayward Road and running th indd . ,
o P LOCATION: East side of Loch Raven Boulevard, 244 ft. & 1037 £, f ; T8 thence binding on the east side of saia
properties and other properties now used for commercial purposes, AND such other and further reasons as shall be presented by North of the centerline of Sayward Read ; Boulevard, (1) northerly by a curve to the right having a radius of 2L96.148
was a limited residential community surrounded by large open spaces ‘ testimony at the time of any hearing hereon. - o DATE & TIME: Thursday, Octob er 1, 1981 at 10:00 A, M, | feet and & length of 60,45 feet, more op less, to a point on the existing . » _w,,{;;
i y ial, apartment or municipdl Respectfully submitted : : : SR
which now have been developed for commercial, apa e p . p y ’ ? PUBLIC HEARING: Room 218, Cour thonse, Towson, Maryland , zoning line separating the DR 5.5 zone and the BL-CCC zone, thence leaving said SRR I
uses. Loch Raven Boulevard, on which each of the subject propertigs : ; Boulevard, binding on saig ‘zoning 134 o ERI N
: - H The County Board of Appeals for Baltimore County, by authority of the Baltimore K g line, (2) South €9°48'39" East 327.91 feet, P e
front, at the time of their construction, was a two-lane highw.y, / : County Charter will hold a public hearing: more or less, running thence leaving said zoning line, and binding on part of : 7_
which, at best, was used for primarily residential travel but is £ Eﬁyéﬁks » — f Present Zoning: D.R.5.5 _ the outline of tae plat entitled "Subdivision Plan, Plat One Section Two, ¢ . e
. - - [ = . a LN -
. . . , . . . k i Proposed Zonine: R. Q. and B, L.-C. C. C{district) .
now a seven-lane divided hlghw?., which Las become a major _arterial ’ 6?3 géi%gy Agénﬁgarles E. Brooks : Hillendale", said plat being recorded among the Plat Records of Baltimore County,
]
. ‘ Tows Maryland 21204 x All that parcel of land in the Ninth District of Baltimore Count : '
collector route. | | | pouson, Mary y . { Marylend in Flat Book G.L.B. 22 folio 13, (3) South 15°10'10" West 60.23 feet,
4. That, at the time of the construction of the subject hcmes ’ . sl more or less, th o "
’ : : Attorney for Petitioners . o » thence (4) North 69°48'39" est 340.51 feet, more or less, to
the intersection of Taylor Avenue and Loch Raven Boulevard was ' : E the place of beginring. '
used for very limited commercial functions centering around two § i Containing 0.46 acres of land, more or less,
. . . ; : : Lo ‘A . o
dairy and ice cream parlors which intersection now is developed : _ | | | 7 . L ' This description is Prepared for zoning purposes cnly and is not T
with four major shopping facilities consisting of literally tens i ; -; ; representative of a fiely survey. N
of thousands of square feet of buildings used for commercial . : : ' .
purposes to service, not only the local community, but shoppers _ a '
from distant locations. i E ; . . ard 3 Rl
. Pod ! o . - =
-~ 9. That, at the time of the adoption of the maps, that ; g ? | T o
- ' - ) - {‘) z B : dyzﬁ i
property located on the west side of Loch Raven Boulevard, imme- ;‘ ! |
- s . - % :
diately facing the subject properties, was zoned for mid- and : - -\
_ S ' " - : § :
high-rise apartments and an existipg fire department facility, o i
which use is not limited_ 10 normal business hours, but which is ! % ;
| | TS - :
used 24 hours a day, 365 days a year. =2 o Being the property of Arthur F', Gnau, et ux, as shown on plat plan filed with the !
: _ - : . Zoning Department, .
6. That, the failure to establish these properties uas an R-O ; | o 3
LAW OFFICES ) : . ) . . . ¢
o onooxs [lzone is further in error in that it would have not only provided . Hear.mg Datf%: Thursday, Ociaber 1, 1981 at 10:0¢ A, M. 3
* wosLEY Avanve | . ; Pubhblic Hearing: Room 218, Courtaouse, Tovsson, Maryland ;
TOWROR, Bp- mizos a fair and reasonable use for the subject properties, it would ’
2962400 . LAW & PICES } B ‘{ ORDER OF '
| C.H;::L::L‘E;‘?:‘?:KS . : 7 WILLIAM T, HACKETT, CHAIRMAN ‘
IJ TOWEON, MD. 21204 o ' COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS } ______
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L < - ‘.,...—- : i ;‘ o e et P I S e e e . ,
g E f‘ . » 3
C et ) "“--\_ r | i A PURPOSE To the rorth is the Hanson House Resteursat (currently vecsnt) .
N & ‘ : : i in itability of the site S
T \"\ ? The purpose of this study is to determine the suitabi i ’ - automotive service station a.nd the Hillendele Shopping Center a.ll of which
~ — . b : . RN
_ o ps . tat - d
‘ - \\._,\ for the requested reclaSSifice.tlon from existing DR 5.5 zone to R-0 zone, an are currently zoned BL~CCC, to the eos*' are single fa.mi .T dwellings in the
v S . . : ' 3 d the sur= 3y
- ’,.r‘ - g /: | ' to determine the environmental effects and. impact on the site an development known s Hillendale an a zoned DR 5.5' to the south fronting on
o, : : L { ' ' ‘ o : i i , No. 98- e - ' ' B
"" . o ' .‘-"{'. : ' ‘ rounding srea with particular attention directed bo Bill No. 98-T5 page 3, ' Loch Raven Boulevard is one residence (#6’{03} and then s.t the northeast corner
s L . L £ 0 - ) . ' E >
’ : Lo .—V ,\Q) [ ~—’ i : . : ltens one through six. ‘ ' of Loch kaven Boulevard and Saywa.rd Avenue there exists a combination res‘ dence
- . - . LN L) PR £ 4 I . . . . H .*i s
- . . L. ~ e f LI ) . .
BATNHO I ' Q\fﬂ'} e i ' . ' SIIE LOCATION and dental office. On the southeast corner of the intersectioz_i is a combina_-‘
e { P ‘ . i rd in the g o
N R Q‘s - E D708 : ' ' j The site 1s located on the east side of Loch Raven Bouleva ' tion residence and dcntor's office. Traveling east from tbe intersection.
. . ~. \\:-‘-H_ i ' : .‘-I §w H i - ) . . ..
. - H < & : : . . : : + 0 feet more or
i WY . u:_.h‘__.w SRR b ~ Ninth Election District of Baltimore County approximately 180 fee the remaining improvements on Both sides of Saywer d Avenue are res : dent N e.l N
o T s Vo7 , | ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT : . _ . > S
R ot e m " ) L R /’ . : ) less northerly from the north side of S&ward foad with a frontage along and zoned DR 5.5. To the west, or on the- opposite side of Loch Reven Boule&ard.
.3 Shienoa N oo N : - TO ACCOMPANY o - '
Lob = T . £, ! ‘ Do i therly side of :
v S ng:: /_'—"s . _ o STNG 5.5 ZONE I . - Loch Raven Boulevard of approximately 850 feet + to the southerly . " there exists  Baltimore County Fire station (Station #11), end a recrefetionalk
- 3 e L TR _ P ZONING PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION FROM EXTSTIN IR 5. : cant This ' :
Ty 3 :-‘:"“ s RAL P ’ L - the parking area of the Hanson House Restaurant (currently vecant). area, both currently zoned DR 5.5. Just north of the recreation area, and o
i 82-—(:(: C o~ - ik T N : T0 R0 ZONE o . t the existing zoning line separating the ’ | E
, ;% _ ._":_‘___._._‘_...--*':a_.f ‘x-.-f..,;.‘,_'___;____;__‘______jh _ : dlvisica lire would also represen € ' . bordering on the Goucher Boulevard cuteoff is a irace.pt tract of lsnd currently
‘; Q. ,-';_‘c,k.c'£E€fT S _.:'_(;‘—L,‘-_fﬂi_i 3 | ] _ DR 5.5 zone and the BI~CCC zone. Along Loch Raven Boulevard, the site is zoned Ol
AO-1 T p e e o L B PROPERTY ON EAST SIDE LOCH RAVEN BOULEVARD - : ' )
. % .um-j DR J.t)i . ' ‘”.._-”,f: . o : adjacent to a signalized left turn storage lane which leads to the Goucher EXTSTING UTILITIES N o
S I N T 180'+ NORTH OF SAYWARD ROAD . . | . . . S AR
. e’ o S . - E , 3 ion of _
SITE R “{ e ) e V' - ' ; ; Road cut-off, the cut-off being immediatelyr west of thenorth portion Water, sewer and storm drain exist and are evaila‘ble to the site. The
o R e - P | ' - . - B |
35,,-_,.,,: 'd E o g i " _l? v N A ) 4 ; said site. ' ' : ' requested reclass.1fication to R0 zone is not expected to create sie;nificant
., i . S e o
AN R LI - ? ; The total . .te currently zoned DR 2.5 comprises an srea of 6.41 acres 'burden on any of these utilities. As to water end sewer, it has been 1ong
e N o VoL A Lo d R :
K Y i I - tad t "_‘-m.-u- E‘ i . . .
< Tl b </ \_‘.f- ~_ . g T more or less and currently is improved by five residences, four‘o‘f vhich . | _ este‘blished ths.t office use, in generel dems.nds much 1ess usege then normel
‘ R ‘.._,f : N e / S ' E ; (Nos. 6707 to 6713) are located simulteneously on 100 foot + lots beginning | 3 | .everyday average fa.mily utiliza.tion AS to storm “ter runote :I.nto available _
a1 o . ‘ - - . X . ‘ o
. . - " R i he fifth dwelling . : S
. - FERSE { . . . February 26, 1981 E § ; at the scuthern limit of the site and running northerly, the fi ‘ g : storm arain systems, projected improvements to the site by mee.ns of new pa.rki.ng
. . £ 2| ) ' o .
L e PG | { i in .
B ’ t"'".' ' F 1' cecuples en erea near the northern end of the Slte. FH residences are areas, e.dditions to existing 'buildings or even construction of new 'buildings ‘
~ ’ =3 - 3 )
: [y FREPARED FOR: ool . ite .
: : } e 'f i excess of 100 feet from the Loch Raven Bouleverd R/W line. The entire s = - i eventually pursued per County‘ policy) could be 1nd1v1dually addressad.- The.t
) - Baltimore County Board of Appeals, 9 .- £ landscanin z. z- Y g JED
," Baltimore County Planning Boarad - ” is currently mainteined &S la\m area with an abunda.nce of landscaping | . 1 | e the addition of minor parkmg areas would cree.te very sl ight ad di t ional _
Y : and Zoning Commissioner and Staff : : , : : : T
R ; ‘ ’ ' : ' runoff wherees possi‘ble new construction of buildings could if deemed necessary, 0
SCALE | =looo ; e : -
: I
28 .
=
| | 4
OE:‘\/ED!-—O{’M&HT DesSian CE:ROUF, =2 = N eFFICE CS7Y 3 3
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provide sufficient methods of controlled runoff under Baltimore County eve fever linitations then Janor soils becouse they generally are less stecp r office type usage, : ' thus providing periodic breaks in trarfic traveling to the north, therefore. = . -
Lo . . : : ‘ . ' :
regulations and subject to the Proper epprovals ang Procedures. The subject eud less eroded, hold more moisture for Plants, and commonly are less, stony. : f | BRIEF _SUMMATION ADDRESSED TO ITEMS 1 THROUGH 6 OF RILL NO. 98-75 PAGE 3 no major ingress or egress hazard is created. The existence of a median in
i Mino 1 th jati - : . S
site is not tributary to, nor is it upstrean frog any designateq reservoirs, | inor soils in this association are inostly in the Chester, Eliocak, g g Item (1) Granting the R-0 zoning reclassification woulg rermit office the Boulevard prevents any crossover for left turns from the site to travel
rather, it is in the Herring Hun watershed vhich meanders iq o southeasterly Mt. Airy, Glenville, Baile, Codorus, and Hatboro series, Chester, Elioak v use to the five existing residences under -the specified guidelines adopted south. Long term assessment on the site could result in full utilization of
d-irecflon, eventually discharging into Back Rivep. - end Mt. Airy soils are mainly on ridgetops and upper slopes. Glenville soils by Bill No. 13-80. No significant environmental impact would result in "~ all five buildmgs as offices. Possibly additional office use could occur o 5
S ‘ and Baile soil d d . : \ . i .
OIL CONDITIONS _ ile soils are in draws and around the heads of drainageweys Codorus % such action ¥ bt only ‘by special exception request and spproval. "‘reffic trip factors
The subject Iroperty is located in the Piedmont Plateau witn s0il : and Hatboro soils occupy flood Plains, These minor s0ils are mostly in small . Item (2)- Pro‘beble impect on the environment should R-0 zoning be : . " " could tend to ease due to rising fuel costs, reduced and shorter range trips .
conditions defined as the M&nor-—Glenelg Association, briefly defined ag areas within the major soils, end they do not strongly affect overall use . | permitted would most likely, under office use, ease water consumption, _ i h . | 'by potentia.l consumers and increasmg car pool activ”y a.nd fuel consumption
e M P i . ' . . " : s gy g
follows: Cently sloping to very s teep, deep, well drained and somewhat of the soil essocietion | .. A produce less discharge into the existlng sanitary system and create very lit,tle g : for domestic use vould decrease if ‘applied to offices. Should a.ny of the
€xcessively drained soils thst have & subsoil of loam to light Eilty'clay 3 As mentioned, the site is dbasicaliy maintained as lawn area with an | : % L = additional runoff from the site by the additicm of pa.rking arees and sma.ll o . office uses cease to function due to econonuca.l difficulties. the reversion e
loanm; underlein by acid crysta.lline rock; on uplands,”. ' * ebundance of 1ﬂﬂdS¢B-Pln8 ’ predominantl]r in the form of assorted evergreen j additions or enclosures of the existing 'buildings. Office use on most sites tends © o res:.dentia.l use would be readily a.veile.ble. . | |
This ﬂssocm.tion occupies about 53 percent of the coun ty. Tt is trees. _ 7 : 3 to generate a well maintained attractive and a well landscaped appeara.nce. Iten (6) At present there would not eppear to 'be B.nar irreversible
about L0 percent Manor soils, about 25 Percent Glenelg soils, ang about 35 LEGISLATIVE POLICY (SEE BILL NO, 13-80 SECTION 203.2) . P | Additionally, should runoff become a feetor, methods of control could be readily : or irretrieveble commtment of resources reletive to this s:.te. . St:mlm e.dverse
percent minor soils, - | ‘ ' . ‘ : : Lo The request for reclassification to Rv0 zoning would permit the conver..' 3 S 'esta'blished. - The existence ot substantial lawn area and the continued main- 'effect or jmpact could possibly oceur due to ruture changes in County :policy
Ma.uor s0lls are well drained to s omevhat excessively drained These : sion of existing houses on the site to office bulldings types Class A or, b.y y tenance of same should more than accept end accomodate large portions of - or zonin,_, regule.tions. | ) ‘
s80lls have a surface layer of reddish~brown loam and a subsoil of Yellowishe special exception, Class B, for the Tfollowing reasonss. 3 stormvater runoff, with little evidence of pollutants or soil erosion being GENERAL SUMuRY .
red loam underlain by loose micaceous 10 am that grades to harg miceceous (1) adjacent commercial activity immedietely- to the north such as 5 created and carrieg into adjacent aress. I The requested Eranting of the reclassification te ReD zone due to the
rock at depths of § to more than 10 feet. Manor soils are limited in use the Hanson House Resta.u.rant *he sutomotive service station and the Hillendale [? 4 Item (3) An-'f _possidle ad"\-" se effects on this site as to such environ- herein described natures of the site and it's surrounding environment eppea.rs
mostly by slope and erosion conditions, moderate available moisture capacity Shopping Center Plus the existing heavy commercial and commuter traffic along ) ‘ : menta.l factors as air, vegetation and wildlife would be extremely slight and to confom a.nd comply xé'th the general in '
. ocally ‘by stoniness. _ | _ - o : - Loc¢ Paven Boulevard should render the site to be no 1onger restricted solely PR would have no impect on the surrounding environment. ] . .dentiﬂ use of thj_s site due to trafﬁc, eir pollution ca.used 'by trafrj_c,
PR 5 . ) . :@ i - . - . : L™
7 Glenelg soils are well dreined. These soils heve a surfa.ce 1ayer or 5 to’ uses alloweble 1n moderate—density resident" al zones. Item (h) No alternatives to proposed office use are reco:mended or : "
da.rk yellovish—hrown 10 am an d a su‘bso 11 of strong—brown and yellowish-red '_ : (2) As evidenced Just to the south, existence of combination dentel ; _ ' eddressed due to the lack of adverse environmental effects.
siltr clay loam or_c_ley loa.m underlain by lonse ricaceous loap that gredes to 3 v and medical offices are currently being enjoyed | - : 4 Ttem (5) 4 ehort term essessment of the request to R=0 zone if granted ; - s vard 88 one trevels northerly. sa,y :D:om Hillen Roa.d, m“‘ld present s
hard micaceous rock’at g depth generally between 5 and 10 feet. Glenelg soils -4 ' : (_,) From the ‘involved homeowners standpoint on the site, provision of - woula conceivably Permit conversion of the five residences into office use, g - from IP 16 zone, predomina.nt]y apartments, then should R-o zoning on the
= R-0 zoning would aid in allowing increased nexibility with the option of each of course at the individual owner's discretion, Office ‘use wou.ld tend to P
. L g sligh 1y increase traffie trip generation to and from the site, the magnitude J
: ; - of which would be dependent on the individual office use, i.e., general offices
e ~ or medical offices. Loch Raven Boulevard by inspection, is well signalized
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. - ” BALTIMORE COUNTY
~fe ‘ OFFICE OF PLANNING & ZONING
TO\)\./’:.‘EQN:3 MARYLAND 21204
SOVIEI SRR - _ 494-335 '
= gite be ‘granted, other than one residence (#6703), office t ~s, and then into o _
R - ‘ ' ‘ e WILLIAM E. HAMMOND October 5, 1981
- ‘s the BL=CCC zoned commercial uses which extend to and beyong Taylor a enue._ ZONING COMMISSIONET, -
-
‘ . " Charles E, Brooks, Esquire *
Prepared By: Development Desipn. Group, Ltd. i 610 Bosley Avenue
216 Washington Avenue Vo Towson, Marvylard 21204 s
Towson, Maryland 2120k ’ , ' S
, : ) RE:; Petition for Re-clas sification
: E/s Loch Raven Blvd,, 244' & 10377 N of
‘\'M’C centerliné of Sayward Road
Signed~ 7 Date Case fR-82.42 Item #8
Richerd 8. Williams Arthur F. Grau, et ux - Petition ers
President .
' \
Dear Mr, Breooks;
‘ ‘ This is to advise that $51.31 is due for the 2nd ful] pPage add of

the cycle 1 Filling. You have already been billed for the 1st full pPage add as wel)
as for the inu.vidral pPosting and advertising of this property. All bills must be paid
before an order jg issued. This js your final bill. :

~

C .

Please make check Payable to Baltimore County, Maryland, and remijt to
Kzren Riegel, Room 113, County Office Building, Towson, Maryland, 21204, as
800n as possible, : ‘ '

LI

e

Very truly yours,

S

PR é % DEVELOPMENT besian GROUP
LG WASHINGTON Ave i
L Tewson mMp, Zizo4

A

C

"y

William E, Hammond
Zoning Commissioner - .
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length of 470 44 feet more
or less, thance leaving said.
Boulavard,: {4} - South

zm;.u?wms Wy
—
I
L
E
[
|

—— ? POQL . T D 69°48°39"" Last 840.51 feet
District.._/____. e - ‘ ; ~‘ = J u;om,,;,ora tl'us;.;;;.xunnjng _
1 theney snd bin ing on part

Posted for: .../.( 5 ﬂ.- bl SE L St A g 2 2 Lo A e ———— ME ol‘é:l:: outling of the plat

éotitled “*subdivigion
plan¥. Plat: One. Sectidn o
Twé Hillendale", said plat. . - |
being recorded among the. .
. | Plat Records of Baltimore,
| Cquut;_'ﬂt ig - Plat - Book
G.L.B.5 227 ‘olia 138, the .

Petitioner: . (2%t et A __-.é.é’%z/sz._ _éz‘é__.4/.{{_'__--_‘-__--__-_.'___-___.- '
Location of property:--__éz_f__-__-ﬂé?’ ,;Z-ézﬂiéé:ﬁ#—éz L4 I_Jff: |

three: following * courses -

p ) ~¥ iz:. (5 South _15°10°10" ..
i i .ﬁ' @.-ﬁé.{?__- S =LY (7 ;J.:lﬁlél.szq::a 'moge ?)r -
Location of - B, M-St S : tess. (6) South 25°57". West
: ey 7 y @ ? e 146792 foet -mora o Joce |
- TR el Sl T j -‘@-%M‘-%—éﬂé?- --#ﬂ- J‘:gé---- e ~ ‘% 8 and f?,NORh Maz&‘% West " T ’ B —— i . T g 7 e
. . é [7 7 - e 79 feet more.or lesa to [ | . o
Remarks: _AZ{_/,-__&,?/.ZZ_,}_@;M KL LA --%—- -—d--—-- ---7£;— . e —— Feal ihéputc‘;queg’:;mg. a ;f e ! -
' £4 Iand moce arjesn o o) ¢ B
Postc 1 by __-%;’27 . -é.--m!ﬂ? Date of l'eu-l!":l-'----f --/---7--5-'4--—- memee—. « This deserption iy pre- i - P
e . , g:]r:tz fzri:tmng purposes | _ _ o TOWSON, Lm.,_---_§§p$.eéﬁhqt_lﬂ.-__'--_; 19.81
¥ n resenta- J* ; 1 ; ——— R G ) e
s tiveofa fisld sorvey: ; | . : - g * for :
Fumber of Signss +/ “i%';,;ip":,:u:;:;ﬁ’éomg,. co | | xmumm'm” zg“.fmm ﬁ THIS IS TO CERTIFY, that the annexed advertisement wag
‘ 5 T assifS etition for ke- R ' A : bold & public hearing: oo :
RE: PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION - BEFORE THE COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS :.{;:5:;'31{‘;_;"3.,{:;“;‘; Eg VR o ‘ : ;:jdi" chln o;-goui“a% Publiched in THE JEFFERSONIAN, & weekly newspaper printed
e B from D.R. 5.5 to B.L,~C.C.C. and : 3"'30‘?&'-,""’2"?"’3"”"’ B | gfi'ia‘Eu?::h"’""‘:.mm)u''::"l"''5;1 S .
N £ L1 1  og en§=. . . . : 4 )
(, ( R.Q Zones : OF BALTIMORE COUNTY } 3 Bouclleglrg:"North of ls‘;y C _ Ninth Dumuun.;"fumc? b and published in Towson, Baltimore County, Md., metoinceseh
o E/S of Loch Raven Bivd., 180’ 7 ml;egi:r:in.; Iaiﬁéw;arh; h - ; - -
% Aﬁg& ’:“-"%@Epf%ﬁ,{;é G. JONNG : N of Sayward Roa d, 9th District . é i ;H..;T: !;:; TZ :h;:u'ﬁ'; :i?f lt.nne-tim-_---mmm befcre the_._ 1st . _____
C fal | ! 3 ot S i A . .
s ! 4 ‘ by Polat being distant h*% . - : dayof ___________ Qctcker.. - 19.81_, the ¢ixxix publication .
I%)}{:S}%)QJSMARYLAI'\D 2120 ARTHUR F, GNAU, et al, : ltem8, Cycle | g Y -_ :gzﬁir:;etibxr:hzri;i::_. T p ‘,
- Petitioners g : i :ﬁ:i:?siﬁzmggu?gvm cast o e on the appearing on the___loth..&___day of_
’ & e s AL
‘ S : treszz § the cemter line vf § d : " Dertherty.
ZONING COMMESENER | | : R wng e ol Suyware i B e, B
= » binding ongby east side of levard \ o
- - : ORDER TO ENTER APPEARANCE : 31‘?3'?'&*“.‘&:"-"#6 o : Sonter line of & : and S ‘
: : . : 4 pauic” 3 U be the right d ount side - - THE
i ) R ;;hlvmslndiua of 249645 |- _ ’ lollowing - g ° s 'éﬂ
June 30,1981 :i To the Honorable, Members of Said Board: } o Ffeq %?‘mt: l;‘:'_‘_}:,ff 6&27‘: . . b o, Curve tothe f : - K iwZc o k.
¢ Pursuant to the authority contained in Section 524.1 of the Baltimore County f_?f' S PESeen %%g‘:g;ﬁ?ﬁﬁgg A 3 o and S LT
' 4 IO 5 T ey 2thence tugvipg said i .48 “ o 7 Cost of Advertisement, §______ %"
e S . § Sd . . . ‘ LI e 2w | o ' o Wyding wn | ,ﬂ/ : . or. . e TR .
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Sepiem.ar 17, 1981

N al s N :
WL BALTIMORE COUNTY
OFFICE OF PLANNING & ZONING
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
- 4943353 -

WILLIAM E. HAMMOND
ZONING COMMISSIONER

Charles E. Brooks, Esquire
€10 Bosley Avenue :
Tawaon, Maryland

RI; Petition for Re-clasaification & Redistricting
E/s Loch Raven Blvd. , 244 & 1037' N of center-
line of Saywerd Road

Arthur F. CGnau, et ux Petitioneras
Case #R-82.68

Dear Mr. Brooks:

This is to advise you that $117.78
posting of the above praoperty,

is due for advertising and

Please make check payable to Baltimore County,
Karen Riegel, Room 113, County Office Building,
before the hearing,

Maryland, and remit to
Towson, Maryland 21204

Y

.

I

Development Design Group, Ltd.

216 Washington Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

Richard B. Williams, President
Wayne E, Maisenhalder

(301) 828.0727
Land Surveyor

February 26, 1981
Revised April 2, 1981

DESCRIPTION TO *CCOMPANY ZCNING PETITION
FOR RECLASSIF1CATION FROM EXTISTING
DR 5.5 ZONE TO R-0 ZONE

PROPERTY EAST SIDE LOCH RAVEN BOULEVARD,
NORTH OF SAYWARD ROAD

Beginning for the same at a point on the east side of Loch Raven
Boulevard, said point being distant 24 .8 feet more or less northerly from the
intersection formed by the east side of saic Boulevard and the center line
of Sayward Road and running thence binding along the east side of saigd

Boulevard the three following courses viz; (1) northerly by a curve to the

Lot

T IPY: TP S

et

Lt FUL

N,
IN THE MATTER OF * BEZURE THE
MR. AND MRS. ARTHUR F. GNAU *
6801 Loch Raven Boulevard BOARD OF APPEALS
Baltimore, Maryland 21201 *
MR, AND MRS. ARTHUR R. GNAU * FOR
6713 Loch Raven Boulevard
Baltimore, Maryland 21239 *

BALTIMORE COUNTY,
MR. AND MRS. NICHOLAS STAMSTACOS *
6711 Loch Raven Boulevard

Baltimore, Maryland 21239 * MARYLAND
MR. AND MRS. GEQRGE SEIDEL, SR. *

6709 Loch Raven Boulevard

Baltimore, Maryland 21239 *

MRS. MILDRED JAWORSKI *

6707 Loch Raven Boulevard

Baltimore, Maryland 21239 *

3 * * * ¥* * * % * * * * %* b,

AMENDED' MEMORARDUM IN SUPPORT
OF PETITION FOR RECLASSIFICATION

NOW COME Mr. and Mrs. Arthur F. Gnau, Mr. and Mres. Arthur R.

Gnau, Mr., and Mrs. Nicholas Stamstacos, Mr, and Mrs.

e

T

»

reaconable compensation in fhat thé br6péftié;¥ééﬁedibﬁL§;5 L
cannot be disposedléf for their faif and feasonabié_ﬁ%?#é:jvéiﬁé.

2. That, the subjecl properties are'the'pﬁlf ?rdﬁértiéSﬁlﬁ;
located on the east side of Loch Raven Boulevard‘f;da“fhéf;j_'y .
Baltimore City line to Taylor Avenue which is‘pbt'a§éiiéﬁi§ f;r:“

a use other than singlé-family”housing.'

3. That, at the time of the constructidn bfrybur.ﬁéfifiohers

homes, the Loch Knoll community, which is delimited fo thé_subjecﬁ

Properties and ot.her properties now used for cdmerbiéi'purposes,
was a limited residential community surrounded by’ large open T

n

spaces which now have been developed for commerf:ial, apartment : |
or municipal uses. Loch Raven Boulevard, on which each of £he
subject properties front, at the time of their con‘stri‘xcﬁ‘tion, -v_eas
a. two—lanerlhighway, which, at best, was ﬁsed for primari.lyaé-":;‘"‘

residential travel but is now a seven-lane divided highway which

has become a major arterial collector route,

George Seidel,

right having a radius of 2L90.48 feet ana a length of 280.75 feet more or less, Sr. and Mrs., Mildred Jaworski, by Charles E. Brooks and the Law 4. That, at the time of the construction oi_the subject -

(2) North 6°50'13" East 41.28 feet mors or less and (3} northerly by & curve

; . homes, the intersection of Tavlor.A enue .and Loch Ravéh Boulevard
Offices of Charles E. Brooks, and for Amended Memorandum in 9‘“ S _ ay Pav S T
to the right having a radius of 2496.48 feet and a length of L70.4k feet more Support of their Petition for Reclessification of their wag used for Verly 1imited commercial functions centelring_. around

or less, thence leaving said Boulevard, (4) South 69°L8'39" East 340.51 feet more

. two dairy and ice cream parlors which intersection now is

properties, say: _ R ‘ I

WEH:Idr or less, running thence and binding on part of the outline of the plat 1 That. the 'County Council of Baltimore County and the . developed with four major shopping facili__ties consistirg of. o
. ’ i .

entitled

B L T
biis teisd '“’km&n;i'ﬂagw.‘h. Bomra it e Lo

"Subdivision Plan, Plat One Section Two Hillendale"”, said plat being

. ' . literally te of thousands of s uare feet‘of buildings us'éd‘.for
County Executive of Baltimore County erred with the adoption of ' € y ns © : 9 Lo g PR

recorded emong the Plat Records of Baltimore County in Plat Book G.L.B. 22

¢ ingr% &
‘3 o ' oL 7 CCouNT

commercial purposes to service, not only the local community, .

%

the County—wide zoning maps for Baltimore County on December 11,

South 15°1_0'10" West 261.3h E 1 1980 in failing to have the ahove-referenced properties reclassi- '

South 25°57' West 457.92 feet more or less, and (7) ;

folio 13, the three following courses viz: (5)

i

but skoppers from distant locations,

feet more or less, (6)

: 5. That, at the time of the ado tibn of the ma s, that ;
fied from a DR 5.5 zone to an R-0 zone ard a portion thereof BL - : et _ ‘op S e _p.” .

oo,

North BU®28' West 281.79 feet more or less to the place of beginning. zone with a CCC District, in that they failed in their duties to property located on the WESt. side of Lo;h Raven Boulevard, 1mme SN

i ' . .f-.' | i T rties, :a | Aelcl’f.x.'.”rﬁid—".‘it.ard
Containing 5.95 scres of land more or 1es_s. recognize the numerous salient factors which, by having failed diately facing the .SubJ_ECt Properti S' was zqn_ ¢ tor B

. ! : igh=-ri ] - ' existi f;‘ d arm'.t fédilif‘
This dgscription is prepared for 2oning purposes only end to designate the properties as R-O and a portion thereof BL with high-rise apartments and an exist Mg 1lre departmen i Y.

not representative of a field survey. REVISED PLANS

APR 3 «elD

a CCC Distriot and classifying the sa.rhe a‘s' DR 5.5, has resulted which use is not limited to normal busines‘s hours, but wpi_éh is

LAW OFFICES
CHARLES E. BROOKS

g S—"

LAW OFFICES
CHARLES E. BROOKS

et g i i s S e el bt bk it

in the taki'ng of your Petitioners' properties withcut Just and

410 BOSLEY AVEHUR
TOWSON, MD. 21204

used 24 hours a day, 365 days a year.

310 POSLEY AVENUE

27&?/7? ~F é / TOWSON, MD. 21304 . . . - . o
éy AL g 298-2000 : ‘ _o.
[ e e e e et s e N
. . A u
s i - T - T - - hanl—
R-0 zone and a portion thereof BL zone with ga CCC District is e M e T T e T e e

further in error in that it would have not only provided a fair

{""-‘ [,M...
and reasonable use for the subject properties, PETITION FOR RE- . LASSIFICATION % REDISTRIC NG

494-3180

LAW OFFICES

CHARLES E. BROOKS

813 BOSLEY AVENUE

it would have also T e

created a buffer zone between Loch Raven Boulevard and

Connty Bourd of Appreals
Room 219, Court House
Towson, Maryland 21204

9th DISTRICT

its
cormercial uses and the DR 5.5

. . CHARLES E. ARGOKS TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204 ARFA CODE 3o
community which lies immediately ZONING: Petition for ke-classification and Redistricting September 1, 1981 JOHN . BEmmEr eve-2000 .
contiguous to th j i : . . ' ‘
& B the subject properties in an easterly direction but LOCATION: East side of Loch Raven Boulevard, 244 ft, & 1037 it. September 1. 1981
. . s / . - 1
which do not front and/or face the subject propertijes. S North of the centerlmg of Sayward Road _ P -_ !

Charles E. Brooks, Esq.

7. That, that slxty (60) foot wide portion of the property DATE & TIME: Thursday, October 1, 1981 at 10:00 A, M, 610 Bos]ey Avenue
of Arthur F. Gnau and wife )

. 21204
PUBLIC HEARING: Towson, Md |

- moom 218, Courthouse, Towson, Maryland Mr., William T. Hackett - : _ :

"I ST . . -
' y N Cmn e 5

-
T E AW e e T

o
R A

E _ , - . # Cyele 1 - : S i Chairman. . o
tofore contained a 1 . Re: ltem #8, Cycle _ - - 3 :
arge macadam parking facilitv used in conjunc- "~ The County Board of Appeals for Baltimore County, by authority of the Baltimore .o+ Arthur F. Gnau, et ol ° : ; gountglgoard of Appeals
; . . - : . ) ; : . oom . -
FIOn witfh an adjoining Property, siould have been retained and i : County Charter will hold 3 public hearing: ' - )

Court House

maintained in a BL zone with a ¢ Towson, Maryland 21?04

CC District, _

Present Zoning: D.R.5.5
Proposed Zoning: R, O, and B, L.- C.C. Cldiatrins)

Dear Mr. Brooks:

AND such other and further reasons as shall be presented by

testimony at the time of any hearing hereon.

Re: Arthur F. Gnau, et al,

Item #8

- _ ‘. Your request for postponement of this case will be granted by
the County Board of Appeals.

All'that parcel of land in the Ninth District of Baltimore County ; |
, Dear ir. Hackett:

yo . However, since the applicable provisions _ b
: s . . H H . . LT : '
Respectfully submitted, < e of the. Charter require that the case anc_l the:- assigned hea_rmg date be ad.verhsed, - Please be advised that I, on behalf of my clients, .
- . o both in the newspaper and by posting, it will be necessary that we continue would like to request that the above-captioned matter be postponed
| & i with this procedure. Further, to make certain that all requirements are and continued pending the outcome of the three cases outlined in your
' o met, it will be necessary that on the morning of the day upon which the case is letter under date of August 18, 1981 in the Circuit Court for Baltimore -
fo b cssigried, the record be opened and the fact of the postponement and the County. I
~ra ¥ d, and the post t be formall ‘ R :
y /%g\ ff : = u:d; therefore be read into '_he records and ihe postponemen ety . Further, please be advised that I or someone from - :
Charles E. Brdoks o granted. o ' . my offices will be ir attendance at the hearing scheduled before .
Law Officés of Charles E, B i . .. ' . . i the Board on Qctober 1, 1981 at 10:00 A.M. and will at that time
810 Bosley Avenue *S &. Brooks _ . £ Accordlngly, it is requested that you, or someone representing _ request a continuance of these cases. .. . .. -
Towson, Maryland 21204 v N you, appear on the morning of the scheduled dote so that we can complete this LT e T e
296-2600 F o~ pé formality, which is necessary for the Petitioner's protection. ~  You need not, - , Your assistgnce and cooperation. ;ln thi_g; ma;t?;‘
' ' S 5 SR g of course, be accompanied by either parties or witnesses for this purpose. In is greatly apprecialted. e s SRR R
Attorneys for Petitioners g / 1 addition to making certain that all legal requirements with regard to the - - ' Sincerely, |
E - B f scheduling, advertising, notification, and opening the record of the case are : c T
oy . s met, this procedure will also give the Board the opportunity to explain the facts o )
5 ] R con erning the postponement and the reasons therefore to any interested parties S
1. he scheduled d t to the advertisement, =~ - : o ‘ A
1 5 1 . who appear on the scheduled day pursvant to the dver _ , Cbarles E. Broo_k%
. § i o _ ‘ ~ Very truly yours, _ _ . . [
. 4 - ad- ' %/ f‘ :
Being the property of Arthur F, Gnau, et ux, as sh ' ' i ; b | ﬁj’”"”"“ L. SR PIT ep sty
L Lworne Zoning Department, ' '+ BF shewn on plat plan filed with the 5 William T.. Hackett, Chairman
. CHARLES E. BROOKS . ’ :
. #1 maser avinve Hoaring Date; Thuraday, Dctober 1, 1951 at 10:00 A. ML i
TOwsoN, Mp. 21204 . -3- Pahlie 1 Ane: Room 18 i . . ¥ 3 .,
. b P learing: Roowm 28, Courthouse, Towson, AMaryland Lo : WTH:e
oL . Gary C. Duvall, Esq.
u  onben o . e fmhedtelef O GayC.Pall B
NHLIAM T, IACKETT, GITAIRMAN - . ]
1110 1 , : ‘ George J. and Edith M. Seidel .
| COUNTY BOARD OF AVBEALS i Nick G. Stamatacos, et al ' '
. . O;? BAI‘ IM f ) . :e - *. - e . S . L e e - e e L et = e o
: TIMORE CDLN-TY o Arthur R, and Emma H., Gnou ' g APR 24 1635
E . i L , - v e e oo ot BT
R e , - - , Al
S s b ) -’
" ‘x,

s
a~



Mr, William T. Hackett

Chairman, County Board of Appeals
Second Floor
Court House
Towson, Maryland 21204

Item No. 8, Cycle No. 1

Petitioner ~ Arthur F. Gnau, et al.

Re:

AREA CapE Q0L
BUE-20600

R e

" —— T

Toaaem UL

October 8, 1981

County Board of Appeals
Room 200
Court House

Towson, Md, 21204

Dear Sir,

Please advise me when the Zoning Case R-8268 will be continued,

1] 48

LN BN ]

S
- :\:'
il

BALTIMORE Cr™NTY

*

WILLIAM E. HAMMOND
ZONING COMMISSIONER

Charles E. Brooks, Esquire
610 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland

RE:

Dear Mr. Brooks:

OFFICE OF PLANING & ZONING

SN/ TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
Gy 494-3353 .

~~

{

Septexir;i)«:r 17, 1981

Petition for Re-classification & Redistricting

E/s Loch Raven Blvd., 244' & 1037' N of center=-

line of Sayward Road
Arthur F, Gnau, etux - Petitioners
Case #R-82-68

§
§
y
i
[}

e e ks TN Y

Crae T S TR asaa, “ [T T s

) 0;---

i.‘,“"qjl 1 LR -.'.'_‘,'. P L [T }
TS OO BARYLAN D 21008
AMEPT AG4-3555 @

WALAM € HARMGNT
LONING COMAMASSIONLR

 June 36,}981

\\
A
'\
Cherles E. Brooke, Esquire. \
610 Bosley Avemue ‘
. Towson, Maryland 2120} _
RE: Item No 8 - Cycle No. 1~

Patitioner - Arthur F. Cnau, et
Reclassification Petition

Dear Mr. _Brooka:

NN

al

C e e
g

Thip is to advise you that .15 is due for the first advertiging
of the above property. Two additional Lills will be forwarded to you in the nearx future,

This is to advise you that $117.75 411 bills must be paid before an order ls issued.

posting of the above property.

Reclassification Petition

Case No. R-82-88

Board of Appeals

Hearing Date: October 1, 1981 at 10:00 a.m,

Property owner is Arthur F. Gnau et al. is due for advertising and

Please make check tol Karen Riegel;
Room 113, Towson, Maryland 21204 before the hearing, - '

Verz/truly yﬂ‘!f?\\

payatle to Bé.ltimore County, Maryland, and remit
County Of “ice Building,

o

; Please make check payable to Baltimore County, Maryland, and remit to
f Karen Riegel, Room 113, County Office Building, Towson, Maryland 21204

Dear Mr. Hackett: before ‘he hearing, Tl

-~

T PP AT T Wt e
:

Please be alvised that I have been scheduled to appear in Thank you, , | .\ R X IS T
the Circuit Court for Baltimore County on October 1, 198} in y ) Ve:_w uly {(yours, /:)/ . 'f-,/"-}-f.::‘-_...;-.‘,_:‘{'
the case of Nelco Corporation v. RFW, Inc. at the same time d?(w q 7, < . — - WILLIAM E. HADI.‘:ZO.-FD
as the above-captioned matter, & o {//M - Zoning Comissioner
Mr. enneth Holmes P WILLIAM E. HA OND _ _ .
Please consider this letter as a request for a postponement % 1644.3. Belvederezig; Zoning Co issioner -m,mch
of the above-captioned matter, . _ Baltimore, MD - 7 mm
. ~- it | i ; 3 m
Thank you for your continued cooperation regarding the b - gc‘r | - WEH:klr 5 2
above matter. ) el = t . ~ E:"
Lhor eI o = . . s >
Sincerely, Zug T n W M . s .
ey BELOTLGN | i orice or e ™. MARYLAND No ‘ | 5 B
E'%-'-’ ::cﬂ_ g%% i MISCELLANEOUS CASHE:EEE[::::-S'ON : " 102 893 X :Ju 8 {.‘;
et . n i =2 :
- . ‘_—? g == g j 947%., T ‘. . o : L ; R ] :‘:4
Charles E, Brooks o w o =8 L o _ ccounr. N _ ‘ . )
| ~e T R Sy . - S LIVER , - | v
CEB/gdc 22 o S g ;v _. T amouns, $248,23 o Lp;w“‘"“ Lp'ij R | ot | N
iy m :E * % REC, e - ‘ e et e T o VTR e e lerinis o E p R PR TR
! Mr. Artnur F. Gnau o 0 o 7 rmoiiven g : o i i
° ok R 2 by omom 225, Pr SEP 18 108} o <
o . = .- :
g
| Heram s s
(" - ; ' Y~
; 494-3180 | e e o vermes s e« -
e e T T e County Board x,‘rt Appeals | e | 494-3180 _
: N S LI e T Room 219, Court Houss S O , - =
e e S Do : Towson, Maryland 21204 ‘ f L ) (ﬁmmtg Bogrd of Amﬂa[ﬁ
- - - T e B : ' 3 . - S Room 218, Court House
Do Cmem - - | - T ) | March 26, 1982 _f“. L C _ , Towson, Maryland 21204
oD\ BALTIMORE COURTY™™ = = o . NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT : = e | A | Sontamber 3, 1982
: OFFICE OF PLANNING & ZONING . E e |
TOWSON,MAR‘HC 1D 21204 : (’ H (CONTINUED HEARING) - ? NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT
494-3353 - e . - - ks ] PN o | e
i , MO POSTPONEMENTS WILL BE GRANTED WITHOUT GOOD AND SUFFICIENT ¥ ;wson foch g mmunity council, inc. j (CONTINUED HEARING)
WILLIAM E. HAMMOND Octob REASONS . REQUESTS FOR POSTPONEMENTS MUST BE IN WRITING AND IN % g /V P-0. box 9709 eudowood branch |
ZONING COMMISSIONER croner B 1981 > RICT. COMPLIANCE WITH BOARD RULE 2(b). ABSOLUTELY NO POSTPONE. i P towson, maryland 21204 RS oS ONEMENTS WILL BE GRANTED WITHOUT GOOD AND SUFFICIENT
MENTS WILL BE GRANTED WITHIN FIFTEEN (15) DAYS OF SCHEDULED HEAR~ ;f A ' SLASOMNS . REQUESTS FOR POSTPONEMENJ)S s [NLerngNG:NgI:I? |
ING DATE IN ACCORDANCE WITH RULE 2(c), COUNTY COUN # P STRICT COMPLIANCE WITH BOARD RULE 2(b). ABSOLUTELY NO POSTP -
(c) TY COUNCIL BILL #108 L May 1ith, 1982 MENTS WILL BE GRANTED WITHIN FIFTEEN (15) DAYS OF SCHEDULED H’EAR-
CASE NO, R-82-68 ARTHUR F, GNAU, et al - ING DATE IN ACCORDANCE WITH RULE 2{c), COUNTY COUNCIL BILL #108
Charles E, Brooks, Esquj_re 2 J::-‘: g f )
610 Bosley Avenue E/s of Loch Raven Blvd., 244" and 1037 N of v a2 = - CASE NO. R-82-48 ARTHUR £, GNAU, et al |
Towson, Maryland 21204 . o center line of Sayward Road [7 | e P Eq ' | : -
| ' : G navy” ! el = 3@ E/s of Loch Raven Blvd., 244' and 1037"
?th Distrizt R #9140 ~ - et : :T:'l N of center line of Sayward Road
RE. Petition for Re-classification ) ' . , 1 'J-&A 2 7_‘,"46 =5 e =@ L.
E/s Loch Raven Blvd, » 244' & 1037' N of Reclassification from D.R. 5.5 to R.O., and g 03" wa = = ?th District o T
centerline of Sayward Road from D,R. 5.5 to B.L,~CCC : = X e o 0 B
Case #R-82-68 Item #8 o Mr. Williem E, Hammond, Commnissioner ' - Reclassification from DK, 5.5 to R haka
Arthur F, Gnau, et ux . Petition erg ASSIGNED FOR: TUESDAY, MAY 25, 1982, at 10 a.m. Baltimore Countg gep:,rtmrentr of Plenning and from D, R, 5.5 46 B. L.:CCC T
' : ) - . %1 : &nd Zoning ' o v
‘ _ _ i . - b Gointy-Office Building ASSIGNED FOR: WEDNESDAYZ OCT. 20, 1982, at 10g.m.
Dear Mr. Brooks, | o , , . cc: Charles E. Brooks, Esq. Counsel for petitioners Towson, Marylsnd 21o0% 2ab .r —
h | $51. 31 . Arthur F, & Estelle Gnau Petitioners E Dear Commissioner: cer” Charles E, Brooks, Esq. _Counse or petitioners ot
This is to advise that -3 is due fo E ‘
the 2 . . ‘ : _
the cycle 1 billing. You have already been billed for the ist? lfd full p;dge add of ‘ Mildred Jaworski " ? At the May ktn meeting of Towson-Loeh Raven Community Counci} - .Arl'hur F. __& Es*e_“e Qnﬂ tioners
as for the individual pPosting and advertising of this ropert uAIflgf e well ; ’ ' ! the member organizationg unenimously voted to support the o . s %b;
before an order is issued. This is your final b ill pProperty, ills must be paid Geo. Sr. and Edith Seidel " . ? zgcision of 0l1d Hillendale Improvement Associstion to oppose . Mildred Jawonkl
. . . N Ra:E:e;gzing og th: property locsted on the esst side of Loch -: | "
- [ Vi a
_ Please make check payable t Baltimore County, Maryland. ang remit to Nick Stamatacos, et ol n ' . ; , evard between Ssywerd Rosd and the Crown Stetion. - Geo. 5r. and Edi el
Karen Riegel, Room 113 Count i ildi : ' & We furth |
. . y Office Building, _ r urther egreed to lend our t to this o .
800n a8 possible, . Hilding, Towson, Maryland, 21204, as Arthur R, & Emma Gnau u g 5 eny end all future problems ar::ﬁ);rfro; Ih:saﬁggfu;:go;:l. Nick Stam % et )
‘ i
Very truly yours Gary C, Duvall, Esq. People's Counsel - Yours very truly, ; Arthur BZ & Emma Gnau "
N. E. Gerber 9@’4 M | . GeyC.Duvall, Esq.  People's Coumsel
_ | ohn R. Meadoweroft ' T N Getber B
William Ea Hammor,d J. HOSWEII : ) ' ; ' .‘ _ . President /9' zf v N ' Ge r .
Zoz?mg Colm‘niasio.ner W. Hammond - ' | o 31 JRM/dvl J. Hoswell
Y WEH:klr | ' : ;
""" o -' J. Dyer ce: Mr. James Petry, Prestdent g W. Hammond
R OM Hillendsle Improvement Associetion - g
o Y Bd. of Education _ J. Dyer
\ "‘F" , ‘ , 4 \'; wm. J. Lowm" :- : . Bd. OF EdUGGfIOn .
~ I ‘ W ' | Howard H. Rehme
g | et UL . G. Kenneth Holmes
R o : , ‘ T T _ . ' . _ _ ! + Kenne
""e':'i o o . | _ ' T ' G- Kenneth Holmes : . j John R. Meadowcroft
ot T B T T ' : ; Ms. Marion K. Yeaple
I;;'" | '
$" ! ) :
1 ‘h‘* : ) . , June Holmen, Secretary
— - - - - - - b - ‘ ‘ ’ JUI"IB HOImenf Sec?- BREEZEWICK, CAMPUS HiLLs CROMWELL vaLLEY FELLOWSHIP F
L R e ———— - . ’ . + FEL OREST, GLENDALE- g . :
- S ~~- - | - = fl_ -.....__ ) | ) - ; KNLTTISHALL, LOCH RAVEN HEIGHTS, LOCH RAVEN VILLAGE, NDHTHBF-lOOK, of; Hni:i'gfrn;:i?m;;; ::%::&T;ﬁ, :';:Esou ESTATRE‘: ;l
' ) N , - ’ ;, ; - R - - e e *t‘:-\'L,u TN
o - AN ‘.*'-’-' R SRR H, s oo 'pt"' -‘-?-‘_-.n_;“,‘..-.‘_m:; S . - . ‘ - . . R e . . ;:? . . % APR 24 585
| . £ BUREAU OF ENGINEERFYG - BALT MORE GOUNTY 40, A . | ' - T T
| . -1 ':::::::z::::i N N _ ,
o = byl === - ' ~ .
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LAW OFFICES P 49+ 3180 _ . i~ j .
CHARLES E. BrROOKS Gamnty Bourd of Spprals . _ & 4 494 , /) '-
€10 BOSLEY AVENUE ” Tbom 219, Co'::d};t:l;& ? ~-3180 ~ S . _ N
; TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204 ks CODE 701 " owson, Mory ’ LAW OFFICESg ! N R Coa
R 1 CHARLES ¥ DROOKS 206-2600 5 : March 1, 1982 ’ CHARLES E. Brooxsg ‘ Lnunly E’mtrh of APPMIE '
‘ti Do “ JORN M. REENEY ’ 7 . Ol0 BOSLEY AvENUE * ROOI’h 2]9 COUI’" House
‘:. R i r : ! CHARLES B BROOKS TOWSON, MABRYLAND 21204 % YOwson
L ' ; Do [P — AREA TODE aop P » MARYLAND 27304
P J ary 27, 1982 i : JOHN N. KERNEY 3
. : . anu y r ? P ‘ 206 - 2400 j . Oci_ober 14' ' 82
Mr., William T. Hackett, Chairman Charles E. Brooks, Esquire " “ NOTICE OF PC3TPO . ' L
: County Board of Appeals : 10 BOSIEY Avenue e 3 — NEML INT and REASS IG NME NT
. gourt Hoﬁse land 21204 Yowson, Md. 21204 o March 15, 1982 i NO POSTPONEM (CONTINUED HEARING)
G s . ar E ;
q owson, y i X REASONS. Re ENTS wiLL B GRANTED wTH
Re: Item Number 8, Cycle #1 P Re: Case No. R-82-48 K g STR - REQUESTS rop POSTPONEMEN]'S MUST BE 1)y
Petition - Arthur F, Gnau, Et Al b Arthur F. Gnau, et ql F ICT COMPLIANCE WITH BOARD RULE 2(b)
Petition - Arthur F. Guau u Mr. Villian T. Hackett - oS WILL BE GRANTED WiTtN Firre. (15
Case #R-82-68 Dear Mr. Brooks: . hairman —%2 DATE IN ACCORDANCE WITH
Board of Appeals * County Board of A eal . RULE Ac), C
[ Room 219 ppeals | CASE NO, R-82 68 '
Dear Mr. Hackett: 2 Court House . - - ARTHUR F, '
for th f con . Towson, Maryland 21204 - GNAU, et o
This letter is sent to you for the purposes of con- L On August 18, 1981, we notified you that there were pending E/s of
. 4 2 ’ ' of Lo h
firming our telephone conversation of January 25, 1982, in : in the Circvit Court three cases that could possibly have serious impact on the Re: Case No. R-82-68 _ N of ¢ lfflven Blvd,, 244" o4 1037*
ference to the above. It is especially requested that the 5 . A . . , . Arthur F, ¢ oF center line of Sayward Road
zgove captioned matter be placed back on an active docket and f petition for rezoning in the above entitled case which was pending before the o ——2EL 2. Gnau, et al :
. Scheduled for hearing at the board's earliest possible con- ; Board of Appeals. B Dear Mr. Hackett: Oth District
venience, ) . : :
3 At that time it appeared that we could get a final judgment on I would very much appreciate the sch ; f : Reclassificas: .
. : . , d ITication f A
1(0111' kind.cgogeratlon in reference to the above would ;E these three cases in a mal er of months. Since then the request for settle- of a .earing on the above~captioned matter. Seheduling and from D, R, n5 rsor:;[; F:_. ségéo R.0.,
be greatly appreciated. ment of these cases by Summary Judgment has been denied, and there appears , - _ T TR
to be no movement toward o full trial o any fina!l judgment. : Sincerely, ; The above case scheduled for hearing on Wednesday: Oct. 20 '1982 $
B . e I s Q
' h :
i In view of these developments, t!'»e Board wishes to advise you , _ “ bee" POSTPONED by the Board af the request of counsel f. o
? that we will entertain your request for reschedul ing of this case if you so %_,,.—\ x R ,
~ g : ; REASSIGNED FOR. TUESDA 7
CEB:ss sire. Charles E. Brooks _ . —~2DAY, DECEMBER 2
' ce: Charles E. Brooks, F
Very truly yours X - Brooks, Esq,
cc: Mr, Arthur F, Gnau : ’ B CEB/jc _ _
Arthur F. Gnau and Sons, Inc. €c: Mr. Arthur F. Gnay Arthur F, & Estelle Gpay
N ~ g\ ; Mildred Jaworski
- = Y )
o — iltiom T. Hackett, Chairman i Geo. Sy
L 22
2 x ¥ - A
25 5 2= 2 WIH:e - A f!//‘
Zw @ 7 !( o= C?::_') ¥ b
R o5 T \ cc: Arthur F. and Estelle E. Gnau =S 5 de L?\}’ / ‘
S B2 — D= Mildred Hilda Jaworski Ty M7
PR 5 o 37 George J., Sr. and Edith M. Seidel S8 =2 Y H\n°
A e « Nick G. Stamatacos, et al TE ey D
e _ : _ Arthur R, and Emma H, Gnau = 32 SQ,._.'
s ; ' & x @ ﬁ\))&p
R 494_3]80 : oo : . - T TR L TR e e nnmy S e s i o a5 e T '."l":"-"‘,:.T__“,-'_i!:“:L'.’E‘{‘,kfﬂ"w‘ afa*n:nf-m#w'-:"“ T e RS é 5‘"1 W. Hammnd
. . N . "'" . 4
o Uounty Paurd of Appraly | . | | L i 3. Dyer
e Room 219 Court House o . i ' S e LT T s e e - ;h o ‘1
e TOWSIOMN, MARYLAND 21204 | T o | ' - ' " CT.e - S _ “ - mj . : .‘ . " "’“ o - I T e - e, Bd. of Educoﬁoh
LT 7 ' ' E : .- . . S - ' . Wm, J. Lowmapn
TS Dec. 7, 1982 . “ | “ | | o 5 : ‘ . * Howard H. Rohde
— NOTICE OF POSTPONEMENT and RE ASSIGNMENT ‘ : ' : - ' oo : G. Kenneth Holmes
- ) . . 2 ~ i i
(CONTINUED _HEARING) | - | o ‘_ o sohn R. Meadowcroft
NO POSTPONEMENTS WILL BE GRANTED WITHOUT GOOD AND SUFFICIENT - - -
REASONS. REQUESTS FOR POSTPONEMENTS MUST BE IN WRITING AND [N | pu oy ) 5
STRICT COMPLIANCE WITH BOARD RULE 2(b). ABSOLUTELY NO POSTPONE- . C Lo - A
MENTS WILL BE GRANTED WITHIN FIFTEEN (15) DAYS OF SCHEDULED HEAR- 2
- ING DATE IN ACCORDANCE WITH RULE 2(c), COUNTY COUNCIL BILL #108 K Old Hillendsle Improvement Acsn., Inc, | LAW OFFICES
_ : ¢/o Howard H. Rohde, Secretery Cuaries E. Brooks Clarles . Brocks Esquire
: CASE NO. R-82-68 ARTHUR F, GNAU, et dl , 1100 Ppworth Court 610 BOSLEY AVENUE _ '
| Baltimore, Md. 2123; TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204 AREA CODE 201 C’I.‘f:)?wf’:: legl;iv;:u; 21204
E/s cf Loch Raven Blvd., 244 and 1037" ] CHARLES B DROORS eva-2000 ' ylan | August 31, 1981
N of center line of Sayward Road Hoveaber 20, 1982 O e
” Feb 4, 1983
?th District ebruary 4,
- : @ sy [
Lo Reclassification from D, R, 5.5 to R.C., Mr. Willien T. Hackett *ho @ =~
o : and from D.R, 5.5 to B,L.-CCC g County Board of Appeals County Board of Appeals ’ - e g NOTICE OF HEARING e : o
o Bea= 3)0 Court Houss Room 218, Court House R Im RE, Pttt q S T R A
o : The above case scheduled for hearing on Tuesday, December 28, 1982, at 10 a.m. 3 Towsen, Maryland 21204 / Towson, Maryland 21204 S Do & 3 ) E;n o!m O;;i:;i:‘;‘:ﬁe‘;:? : f;:;:;‘;ﬁnl .
. g 12 RO N o . L.oc
Subject: Case No. R-82-68 ~ Arthur F. Gnan, et al, ,&éfow 93%*:{ RE: Case No, R-82-6& v F m centarling of Sayward Road '
has been POSTPONED by the Board at the request of Rrofestants, and - Dear Xr: Hackett: Arthur F, Gnau, et al 0";_3," = '”“_)D Arthur F, Gnau, et ux - Petitioners
- ' ar Mr. Hacke _ E f Loch Raven Boulevard =S B£8R , _
REASSIGNED FOR: TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 8, 1983, at 10 a.m. Bhgtang s Bave ’ SN Case #R-82-63 !
w J . Please refer te Notice of Postponement and Reassignment N, of center line of Sayward Road
.o ce:” Charles E, Brooks, Esq.  Counsel for Petitioners ‘Hht!d 00;01!01' 1?.{ 1982 in the subject case sigued oy June 9th District
o - : tgl‘“thi d'q- ROROIF Serves me correctly, this is Trial Date: February 8, 1983 @ 10:00 A.M,
L JArthur F, & Estelle Gnau  Petitioners ' ‘ ° Mrd postponement ia thls case. , . 10:00 :
R J ' B Qur organigation wet on Vednesday, November 17, 1982 and Gentlemen: TIME; A M
- - -
e Mildred Jaworski _ : : ::tt:?n;‘o&. :nﬂtiiztut%: g:&}:.':; f;ﬂri.:{f:.}': vill be Please be advised that I am requesting a poitponement .
. . . ' in the above-captioned matter due to the fact that have been Thursda
SR {Geo. & Edith Seldel_ " : . W o theraf sking that thd 5 ordered by my doctor, Dr. Myrton Gaines, to Greater Baltimore DATE: TTecay. October 1, 1981
- - a:d"t;“ rebor;; n: \r.h. 1h . f;'; be sgain postponed H Medical Center at 1:00 p.m. on Monday, February 7, 1983, and
e [ Nick Stamataces, ef ol - | forvard this information et haris Lroct at in. [Eleate L ¥ill be an in-patient at the hospital until at least Thursday,
{ address. % %0 tie undersigned at the above i February 10, 1983, PLACE: Roem 218, Courthougse, Towsen, Maryland
Arthur & E " , _ . ;
rthur mma C:vnau , . ' . I apologize for the lateness of this requested post- _ : S ) o _ ' -
f(; C. Duvall, Es le* a2/-£5¢€ £ 7€ ¥ou in advance, I em ponement, but I was unaware until Thursday, February 3, 1983, . _ L }4 - CTE - g
ary . Duvall, Esq. People's Couse| & Yours very t that I would be going into the hospital. I } )-Q\nf\ m . U\\Vx R
N. Gerber ] fokaZC: T 7 ﬁ ‘H g I would request that this matter be resscheduled at the _ , '
' -  # . O @&dg Board's convenience, _
J. Hoswell . e ! | ' | . —
' overd H. Eohde, é"c"“’g 3 : Please be advised that I have contacted the offices of _ : 7 _' 1)4//11{?141; /1 ‘?\é’ﬁé& '
W. Hommond . ,T(.\Q 3 'g, 3 | :2/‘/ 93 ) Nmnlala .nnunsel. aqd advised them that I am re- N _ o _ William T Hackett, Chairman;_ — -
R ; /Y}}{; o= L = E;: : 33, Pr it %W%M% _ . ) - o ' County Board of APPeals , '
J. Dyer \ — T Y- i R ur : : ' ~ § L o - T
-‘ v S S0 v/ s Clparig P ﬂu%m;{ especpiutly) yo o o o S
! Bd. of Education | Q%‘ 'S j:l i } /&ﬂ‘/# &I | / /o ' o ‘ B o - o
{ ) < G V’p ;:é: ¥ S [ W < Wﬂh{h Charles E Brc;oks |
" wm- Jo Lowmm @_ - - -7 - Zé'; . ar ] - - .
g 3 Zw / o )7&1‘71!7/ e W‘L%‘W‘f . )
: {Howard H, Rohde *' f

(G. Kenneth Holmes

Mot g (F pstid=Fi Q. ehe vecnitsia
4 ,mz;z;é/xzwu,%,, Mo 12 HFrk.

Cout s ford Kol i phomsc Danfs

%’3'6?;%%@' - Dip,

i

{ John Meadowcroft
lMs. Marrion Yeaple =

E15
Jme Hol"‘en’ Secy. - b . A - N . ) T . . . - - . . s . . | .."’ T o =N"w- Tt T T e . . - E APR 24—m5 . -
h o R .
T N ||HEE:::;;;"EETL‘” " P
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N S oL . 494-3180 - |
B S R o | e e e Gounty Board of Apprala - - : S !
i SR e s e e T S Room 218, Court House ' : E R o " [
_ v Towson, Maryland 2120, . - - T : ;
C ( 10 % 4 March 14, 1983 i ’ IN THE MATTER OF
. ‘ 25, 1982 at 10 a.m.: ' - . . ‘ MA, : BEFORE
2/24/82 - Following have been natified of hearing (cont.d hear.) set for ves., May 20 E: NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT | _ ) } THE APPLICATION OF
- w
5 | ARTHUR F, GNAU, ET AL, : COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS :
Charles Brooks, Esq. = -~ 4 FOR RECLASSITICATION FROM
Arthur & Estelle Gpau v 7 D.R. 5.5 to R.O., and from : OF

NO POSTPONEMENTS WILL BE GRANTED WITHOUT GOOD AND SUFFICIENT
REASONS. REQUESTS FOR POSTPONEMENTS MUST BE |N WRITING AND IN
STRICT COMPLIANCE WITH BOARD RULE 2(b). ABSOLUTELY NO POSTPONE-
MENTS WILL BE GRANTED WITHIN FIFTEEN (15) DAYS OF SCHEDULED HEAR- .
IN._DATE IN ACCORDANCE WITH RULF 2{c), COUNTY COUNCIL BILL #7108 -

D.R, 5.5 to B,L,-CCC

on properties located on the :
east side of Loch Raven Blvd.,
180" north of Sayward Road
2th District

M. Joworski
Geo. Sr. and Edith Seidzl

Nick Stamatacos, et al
Arthur and Emma Gnau
Gary Duvall, Esq.

494-3180 BALTIMORE COUNTY

County Boxrd of Apprals

Room 219, Court House
Towson, Maryland 21204

No. R-82-48 -

J. Gorber msefr;o.cav-?z-gs ARTHUR F. GNAU, ET AL August 18, 1983 | Pt trorrtrsoiarasss s« . . L
W. Hammond " yele E/S of Loch Raven Blvd, 180" N. of Sayward Road o ‘E L

Oth District ; ' O PINION

/ﬁd A‘j %Wswﬁfﬁ A Reclassification from D.R. 5.5to R-0and B.L.~CCC e
cr :

ASSIGNED FOR:

m. Lowman
Howard Rohde
Kenneth Holmes

Charles E. Brooks, Esquire This case comes before this Board on petition for a reclassification from

610 Bosley Avenue

Towson, Marytand 21204 D.R. 5.5 to R.O, on 5.95 acres and D.R. 5.5 t0 8,L,-CCC on .46 acres. The subject

WEDNESDAY, JUNE 1, 1983 at 10 a.m.

ce: Charles E. Brooks, Esq. Counsel for Petitioners property is located on the east side of Loch Raven Boulevard, 180 feet north of Sayward

Re: Case No. R-82-68

& Arthur F. and Estelle E. Gnau Petitioners { Arthur F, Gnav, et al ) : j Road in tt > 9th Election District.
— Mildred Hilda Jaworski m s Dear Mr. Brooks:
| g . : Two of the proper rs testified as to th h in th
10/14/82 = Above notified of POSTPONEMENT and REASSIGNMENT .&b P %9,,,2&5:?%‘“ 10 a.m. 5 George J., Sr. and Edith M. Seide| " Eiclosed horewith PP e el 1o the many changes i the res
- 1z ;ﬁ > y . nclosed herewith is o copy of the Opinion and Order i th igi i . i i
| 1 M’ g Nick G. Stamatacos, ef l " passed today by the County Board of Appeals in the above entifled rne since they originally purchased their homes; one in 1950 ond the other in 1967. They
e " ' -
] 5 8. 1983 of 10 aurm. Arthur R, and Emma H. Gnau explained how the widen ing of Loch Raven Boulevard and the construction of the Goucher
) 12/7/82 - Above notified of POSTPONEMENT and or TUESDAY, FEB. 8, 1903 af 0o William J. L p
A - ve no , PR .G tiliam J, Lowman testant s -
; PP in bt %14#7 Ko 0. ‘ Howerd 1. Bors rorestan Very truly yours, Boulevard exit onto Loch Raven Boulevard has odversely impacted their properties.
: oward H. Rohde N
, G. K " . \ Me. Charles Gnau, whose mother owns the largest of the subject 8
] 3/14/83 - Above notified of hearing scheduled for WEDNESDAY, JUNE 1, 1983 at 10 a.m. enneth Holmes . Qe Tl _ i
3 John G." Meadowcroft, President ung Holmen, Secretary -l Properties and whose brother owns another, exolained to the Board that a McDonald's
| o2 )
-3 Towson-Loch Raven Comm.Couneil ¥ |
n.. Ms. Marion K . Yeaple s Encl. Restaurant is to be developed adjacent to the site where a restaurant, The Hansom House,
< Gary C. Duvall, Esq. People's Counsel - 3 cc: :‘lﬂl};w:Hulr;: Estelle E. Gnau was originally located. He testified that his mother's property was zoned B, L, in 1971
s tHadred H; Jaworsk i
s Cow W.E. H : . . ’
: £ , _ ; - ammond ﬁ ge:krgce; J.S, Sr. and Edith :V'l Seidel and B, L. in 1976, but downshifted to D.R. 5.5 in 1980. .
: ~J. E. Dyer : i - tomatacos, et a
" N.E. Gerber @:’;:::Jargi:::: H. Gnau A real estate expert, Mr. Frederick Klaus, explained to the Board
i J. G. Hoswell i Howard H. Rohde in detail, the history of the development of the area. The properties consist of five

G. Kenneth Holmes

| buildings in predominantly residential areas on sites that, because ;

Board of Educati ;. ‘
- board of Education E | :A:hﬂhi; Maa'gov:{croﬂ" well kept, individual stone homes on large lots, which front directly on Loch Raven
- . v . rion K., eaple
3 .
' ;'; Sa‘; C(:‘, Dr::cnll, Esquire Boulevard, south of the heavily commercialized intersection of Loch Raven Boulevard at
) i « E. Gerber
Eé j S.Dﬂmwll Taylor Avenue. Loch Raven Boulevard has been extensively improved and widened
; ] « E. Dyer
o @ :;, 2.’ E. Joblon directly in front of their properties. Lengthy testimony and many exhibits were used to
£ . i riene January
, . ¢4 describe the area and its unique situation
. Edith T. Eisenhart, Adm. Secreiary R 1 )

Arthur F. Gnav, et al 2. 4 ![ ‘ ; ‘ Testimony by Mr, James Hoswell, q County Planner, indicated that the

Case No. R-82-48 m, ’ ;
y as ﬁj » li properties were an issue on the 1980 Comprehensive Zoning Maps end they are in, he feels, —-
£ . i ’ ki
Mr. Howard Rohde, whose property abuts the Gnau property from the | - . L . o o ‘ I ‘ | | o aprropriate zone. T i
Arthur F, Gnau, et al 3. ‘ | : -+
rear, expressed his opposition to a zoning change. Case Mo, R-82- 8 1% - ; | -
| b - ‘ il - ) IR,
F : The Board must consider and will quote the R.O. Legislation, Sec.203.2, f ] T -

“Statement of Legislative Policy”. | For cll these reasons, it is the opinion of this Board that the D.R. 5.5 zoning under County Board of Apprals of Baltimore County '. '

l '203.2 - Statement of Legislative Policy. The R-O zoning classification % Present conditions is in fact e error and that the Petition proposing the changes from Room 200 Court House | pare o
| -4 - Statement o otey- | Tawson, Margland 21204 ! e

co ! s established, pursuant to the findings stated above, to accommodate . D.R. 5.510 R.O. and D.R 5.5 to B, L. -C houl ; _; : amean, IHarpgian i
I houses converted to office builings and some small Class B office ! © o : © 8L, ~CCC should be granted and will so order. i i (301)494-3180 i

o
. W

i of adjacent commercial activity, heavy commercial traffic, or other, ORDER [ September 9, 1983
3‘ similar factors, can no longer reasonably be restricted solely to uses % Mr. Howard H. Rohde
allowable in moderate-density residential zones. It is intended that For the reasons sef forth ¢ . L £
. . . orth in the aforegoing Opin tisth 18th § s
buildings and uses in R~O zones shall be highly compatible with the going Upinien, it is this __18th day g ]
H i i . is not Tenms .
present or prospective uses of nearby residential property ) llf 5 of August, 1553, oy the County Board of Appeals, ORDERED that the petition for g '
the R-O classification's purpose to accommodate a subs[:anh; part i Mr. Howard H. Rohde, Secretary-Treasurer L tres that these recuerte
of the demand for office space, it being the intent of these oning reclassification from DR, 5.5 to R g Old Hillendale Improvement Assn., Inc. advised of such petitions. e law requ ol
Regulations that office=space demand should be met primarily in C.T. .K, 5, «QO. o1 5.95 acres and from D.R. 5.510 B.L.-CCC ;* 1100 Epworth Court ' for changes be advertised in two gouriut¥ new:gggers a?geilgﬁgrzheoiiop
districts, C.C.C, disiricts, and, o a lesser extent, in other commercial on .46 acres be and the same is GRANTED -’?3 Baltimore, Maryland 21234 er;ies i’woi‘i’eg ::npg:tggrwizteiggzednp::??es to watch for these ads
) . . z oy only s estilo
areas.’ (Bill No. 13-80) £ Re: Case No. R-82-68 andypo:%?ns signs for future zoning requests.
" Any appeal from this decisi i re with R - g thur F. Gnau, et al
The R-O zoning classification is established pursuant to the findings stated above, to Yy app om his decision must be in accordance with Rules B-1 thry U3 Arthu , We trust this is the Snformation you requested andaﬁ_
i sitate to ¢
. _— o 1 B-13 of the Maryland Rules of Procedure. i Dear Mr. Pohde: you are in need of any additional help please do not hesit
accommodate houses converted to office buildings and some small Class B office buildings - ot oefive. ‘
§ i . Replying to your letter of September 1, 1983, please be
in predominontly residential areas on sites that because of adjacent commercial activity, p advised that an appeal from an Order of the County Board of Appeals is ‘
] ’ ’ g?g?fﬁ;g?g%gm;f’au g filed in the Circuit Court for Baltimore County with a copy to this Very truly yours,
i i imil tors no longer reasonably be restricted office, Also, a Petition to Accompany an Order for Appeal must be
heCNY commereial traffic, or other similer facto e ° Y i : filed within ten days after an appeal is taken stating the reasons for
i i i 3 the appeal.
solely to uses allowable in moderate~density residential zones. 2:2 QZ T 7'1&42&@ ! PP P
Va1 04 Rt A N < - - ’
illi i - This office will bill you for certified copies of the . wtd. d = »
The Board is of the opinion that to downshift the portion of the Gnav W T. Hagkeft, Chairman papers contained in the file which must accompany the transcript and William T. Hackett, Chairman ﬂm"-'-ﬂ‘:
exhibits when the case 1s filed in the court, This must be done -
property from B,L. to D,R. 5.5 end to retain D.R. 5.5 zoning on the other properties within thirty days after an appeal is taken. The cost of these g
: certified copies is $1.00 each and the total amount is according to i
was in fact an error by the County Council. Because of the seven lane boulevard with . ! the size of the file. : | cct Barbara Bachur, Chairperson
, iali i We have checked with the Court Reperter, Carcl Beresh, Baltimore County Council
its infersection at Goucher Boulevard and the commercialism fo the north, these properties ﬁ/ﬁ:u' ) 7?/ - g | and she advises that the transcript of tessimemn no rin oo 0L B8 e
. . R he RO 4 . Pafricia Ph‘itppﬂ-s 01 10 i run between $300/$350. This transcript is required if an appeal
are no longer conducive to strictly residential living. The R.O. zone would create a - is taken to the Circuit Court, but it is your responsibility to place
i the c:'der for same with the Court Reporter and payment for same is
buffer between the B, L, zone where the McDonald's Restaurant is to be located and the i directly to her, This office does not enter into this transaction.
- Mrs. Beresh may be reached at this office or at her home - 679-CB44. ;
- - - . 1 L} :a
residential Properties fo the east end south. f In addition, for your information, after the case is i
islat: 1 w filed with the Clerk of tke Court there are certain requirements that Y
Further, as the R, O, Legislation clearly states, these dwellings would be L must be followed, including the filing of a Memorandum. The Clerk's
. . BT office can inform you as to what is required.
converted fo offices subject to all the requirements of the R,O. zene. A special exception
Also, please be advised that neither the Zoning Office
would be required before any additions to or the razing of these buildings could be } nor the Board of Appeals maintains a mailing 1ist to advise anyone of
| ’ pending zoning petitions as it would be impossible to keep everyone
considered.
9! '
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IN THE MATTER OF * BEFORE S g " - i
THE APPLICATION OF : CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE | IN THE MATTER OF : ‘N THE A . ¥
.~ || ARTHUR F. GNAU, et ai, *  COUNTY BOARD & APPEALS ' [ THE APPLICATION OF ARTHUR F, GNAU, et ol ‘ i
" |j FOR RECLASSIFICATION FROM ' ; : ARTHUR F. GNAU, et al : CIRCUIT  COURT % Case No. R-62-68 ~ 2. 3
D.R. 5.5 to R.0., and from * oF L E : ! A : o
‘ D.R: 5.5 to B.L.-:CCC i I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the /(/ﬂ%':a of September | FOR RECLASSIFICATION FROM P v
on properties located on the " BALTIMORE COUNTY F | ¥ prember, . g’:’ 3. g :° :-?-_'Céng from : FOR L | HERES
Ii east side of Loch Raven Blvd. . 11983, a co f the af ; 4 “ai «R. S0 1o B.L. ; -RESY CERTIFY :hat a copy of the aforegoing Certifi : Vil
180" north of Saywacd Rood ' . No. R-82-68 f r Py © oregolng Order of Appeal was mailed to on properties located on the . BALTIMORE COUNTY : Py oregcing Certiticate of Notice e
9th District . /< 3::,«/ 63-A1-3/9 : Charles E. Brooks, Esquire, 610 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland fiuazsot' side :F ::.c;ch Rov;irrl\;a Bl\c;cl.,r AT AW has been mailed to Charles E. Brooks, Esq., 610 Bosley Ave., Towson, Md. 21204, o
Al e north of >ayward Roa : ! -
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . : 21204; Mr, William J. Lowman, 1102 Epworth Court, Baltimore, ‘ 9th District dise. Doc. N s Counsel for Petitioners; Arthur F. and Estells E, Gnau, 6801 Lozh Raven Bivd., me#m,
i . ) o : Misc. Doc. No. _ . |
ORDER OF APPEAL b Maryland 22134; Mr. Howard H. Rohde, 1100 Epworth Court, Balti- Gary C. Duvall, Esq., Md. 21204, Petitioners; Mildred H. Jaworski, 6707 Loch Raven Bivd., Balto., Md. 21239
% more, Maryland 21234; Mr. G. Kenneth Holmes, 1644 E. Belvedere Special Pecple's Counsel~ ; Folio No. 354 - ' r
MR. CLERK: i . ] . Appellant ‘ Petitioner; George J., Sr., and Edith M, Seidel, 6709 Loch Raven Blvd., Balto., Md. o
. . i Avenue, DLaltimore, Maryland 21239; Mr. John R. Meadowcroft, : File No. 83-M-319 ; ‘
Please note an appeal on behalf of the People's Counsel g . Zoning File No. R-82-48 | 21239, Petitioners; Nick G. Stamatacos, et al, 6711 Loch Raven Blvd., Balto,, Md
. ' President of Towson-Loch Ra C i * : : v e V.
. of Baltimore County from the Decision and Order of the County E ven tommunity Counsel, Inc., P. O. _ S8t o: oz on s ot ot st osaa ke e e e e e e 21239 Petiti Ar _
. g Box 9709, Eudowood Branch, Towson, Maryland 21204; and, to Ms. A - "efitioners; Arthur R. and Emma H. Gnau, 6713 Loch Raven Bivd., Balto., Md. }
; Board of Appeals of Baltimore County dated August 18, 1983 to ¥ CERTIFICATE OF NOTICE
| the Circuit Court for Baltimore County ‘ - I Marion K. Yeaple, 619 Hillen Road, Towson, Maryland 21204. 21239, Petitioners; Gary C. Duvall, Esq., Suite 701, 401 Washington Ave., Towson, Md.
i - =l - iz"
o Mr. Clerk: 21234, People's Counsel; William Lowman, 1102 Epworth Ct., Balto., Md. 21234,
i / § (RW P Pursuant to the provisions of Rule B=-2(d) of the Marylond Rules of Proce- Protestant; Howard H. Rohde, 1100 Epworth Ct., Balto., Md. 21234 Protestant:
Sz Duvgll e ,7/ i By C/ﬂuvall v £ dure, William T. Hackett, Leroy B. Spurrier, und Patricia Phipps, constituting the County G. Kenneth Holmes, 1644 E, Belvedere Ave., Balto., Md. 21239; John R. Meadowcroft,
- | : j . . . . - '
| : féi‘EWaghfgggﬁgRigggue ‘ Board of Appeals of Baltimore County, have given notice by mail of the filing of the appeal President, Towson-Loch Raven Comm., Council, Inc., P,O. Box 9709 Eudowood Branch,
! ~
N Towson, Maryland 21204 ; ! i i it: : . .
” NN (301) 521-6§65 . | to the representative of every party to the proceeding before it; namely, CharlesE. Towson, Md. 21204; and Marion K. Yeaple, 619 Hillen Rd., Towscn, Md. 21204, on this
'i g \,9 Special People's Co. isel ; 1’ Brooks, Esq., 610 Bosley Ave., Towson, Md. 21204, Counsel for Petitioners; Arthur F. end | 16th _ day of September, 1983,
N “ . - Estelle E. Gnau, 6801 Loch Raven Blvd., Towson, Md. 21204, Petitioners; Mildred H. | ‘
j CERTIFICATION ! . . . . : S
| I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the I —=4ay of September E’ Jaworski, 6707 Lov . Raven Blvd., Balto., Md. 21239, Petitioner; George J., $r., and . . o
* r o k ,
! £ . . -, . ’ }é Holmen o
“ 1983, a copy of the aforegoing Order of Appeal was hand delivered f 5 Edith M. Seidel, 4709 l.och Raven Blvd., Balto., Md. 21239, Petitioners; Nick G. ﬁry Board of Appeals of Beltimore County
! £ : ' .
Ir to Mrs. Edith ¥, Eisenhart, Administrative Secretary, County ;E ! Stamatacos, et al, 6711 Loch Raven Blvd., Baltimore, Md. 21239, Petitioners; Arthur R.
z . o
tl Board of Appeals of Paltimore County, Court House, Towson, Mary- L and Emma H. Gnau, 6713 Loch Raven Blvd., Balto., Md. 21239, Petitioners; Gary C.
| - . : o
J‘ tand 21204 in compliance with Maryland R“ie of Procedure B2(c) ‘ L Duvali, Esq., Svite 701, 401 Washington Ave., Towson, Md. 21204, People's Counsel;
] ’ ‘
I

f :é’i 7 [ . . William Lowman, 1102 Epworth Ct., Baltimore, *Ad. 21234, Protestant; How rd H. | - - o , , e e
J/Gary C//Duvall' / R ' j Rohde, 1100 Epworth Ct., Balto., Md. 21234, Protestant; G. Kenneth Holmes, 1644 E. ¥ , 3 \) h
i Belvedere Ave., Balto., Md. 21239; John R. Meadowcroft, President, Towson-Loch Ravenl ) - ‘
{5 : . i Comm. Council, In¢., P.O. Box $709 Eudowood Branch, Towson, Md. 21204; and
= 3 E
) q) ]I‘lé 3 ; Marion K. Yeaple, 619 Hillen Rd., Towson, Md. 21204, a copy of which Notice is attached F !
W & IN THE MATTER OF * BEFORE
ek £ hereto and prayed that it may be made a part thereof. THE APPLICATION OF
0! ! s - ARTHUR F. GNAU, et al., *  COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS FOR
t | | . 7 5 RECLASSIFICATION FROM
) I! ! - ks Zfmers D.R. 5.5 to R.0., and fron * OF
i !| j e Holmcn, ounty Board of Appeuls i D.R. 5.5 to B.L.-CCC
I Rm. 200, Court House, Towson, Md. 21204 on properties located on the * BALTIMORE COUNTY
; o 4943180 east side of Loch Raven Blvd., -
b  180' north of Sayward Road * Docket: 15
P 9th District .
* _ * Folio: 354 o
( 494-3180 ~ LI § )
494-3180 * Case: 83-M=-319 e
County Bourd of Apgrals Courty Board of Appeals Old Hillendale Improvement Assn. Inc. .
a Room 219, Court House % ¢ /0 Howarc H. Rohde * * *® . * * * * * * * * * * *
Room 219, Court House Towson, Maryland 21204 5 1100 7
T 1 4 : Fpworth Court
owion, Maryland 21204 Baltimore, Md. 21234 PETITION ON APPEAL
September 16, 1983 . September 16, 1983 ’
September 1, 1983 i Gary C. Duvall, Special People's Counsel for Baltimore |
i County, pursuant to Maryland Rule of Procedure B2{e) files in the
I o
M-, Willlam T. Hackett, Chairmpan within proceeding their Petition setting forth the following PR
County Board of al : . R
Room glg,a;ou:t gﬁ:a " i actions appealed from, the errors comnitted by the County Board of.;_. L
Baltimore, Maryland 21204 . g P
Charles E. Brooks. Es Gary C. Duvall, Esq. Appeals of Baltimore County and the relief scught as follows: : S
arles £, Brooks, Esq. P ' Beft ¢ Fo. B-B2=68 = Atk T, 5 ' .
610 Bosley Ave. S:ioftl;élcoz)‘;e\:{ashingfm Av ; ¢ ave Ho. B2-6C - Arihur T. Giau, et al. 1. This proceeding is an appeal from the Order of the K
Towson, Md. 21204 Y - g Dear Mr., Hackett: - : .
, Re: Case No. R-82-68 Towson, Md. 21204 ° i County Board of Appeals of Baltimore County reclassifying the ;
. ) : Re: Case No. R-£2-68 % Thank you for the copy of the Opinion and Crder in th " t ' . "
Dear Mr. Brooks: Arthur F. Gnau, et al Dear Mr. Duvall: Arthur E. Gnau, et ol subject matter vhichpgranta thgp:on:ng changeereqzeot:d 1 property of Arthur F. and Estelle E. Gnau, Mildred Hilda Jaworski,
.L:; fl'om D- Bo 5.5 tD nu o. ': i
Notice is hereby given, in accordance with the Rul es Inc . % . | George J, and Edith M. Seidel, Mr. and Mrs. Arthur R. Gnau, and
ccordance with Rule B : . ge J. . . ’ . . ’
of Procedure of the Court of Appeals of Maryland, that an appeal has the Court of Appeals of Ma ll du; BC7 (@) of the Rules of P"°°_ed"'“- f’f 3 While cur plana are not certain at this time, should we e ‘ | B :
been token to the Circuit Court for Baltimore County the decisi i A ppe rytand, the County Boord of Appeals js required 4 decide to appeal, we are certain that ve would have to + Mr. and Mrs. Nicholas Stamatacos from D.R. 5.5 zoning to R.0. and
of the County Board of Appeals rendered T iho uboy rc::l;r;f e decision : to submit the r?corf! of proceedings of the zoning appeal which you have , % engage an attorney, .that we would need a transcript ' i '
ve matter, f_ ta!cen to the Circuit Court for Baltimare County in the sbove matter within L among other things. Can you iaform us to what gourt : ' B.L.-CCC pursuant to the Board's Order of August 18, 1983,
Enclosed i ¢ . . ‘ thirty days. : ' pme the appeal would be mage and the cost of & copy of the ] .
nclosed is @ copy of the Certificote of Notice., b . transeript, J 35035 ¢ '—ﬁ\ : i 2. An Order of Appeal was filed by the People's Counsel . -
The cost of th i ; b ! b ~ :
. Certified coo! € cfos of he transcript of the record must be paid by you, , : We &re also certain that eventually 1f these properties - of Baltimore County on September 14, 1983. : -
Very truly yours | . | pies ol any other documents necessory for the completion of ; are sold mnd converted to offices, that exceptions will ? . i s
' i the record must also be at your expense, i be requested for change to the bulldings or grounds. We * N 3. That the County Board of Appeals of Baltimore County
- vill want to be made aware of requests for exceptions and ¥ ! . : i
Pl The cost of the transcript, plus any other documents, must be o ask that you see that ve are placed on a mailing list to ;; was in error in rendering its Order of -August 18,,1983 in that:
idintime to t i el . ) accomplish this. ' ; : ' S e o
{ Lorda .’ 5: from the c:b;umrn the same to the Circuit Court not lcf"" than thirty K - é | " a, There was no legally sufficient evidence of an
Zee Holmen, - < 1 :'I: Rule B.7 e of any petition you might file in court, in accordonce 4 1 thank you in adv~ace for your attention to this matter b h : ' ' | L ' {0 i
/ e Holmen, Secretary » with Rule B-7 (o). : and hope %o hear from you promptly. " error in the adoption of the 1980 Cohprehernsive Zoning Map by the; -~ . ° L
Encl, | , . Enclosed is a copy of the Certificate of Notice; ¢also invoice ‘ Planning Board, County Council for Baltimore County, or the County
cc: Al:f'nur and Estelle Gnau N. E. Gerper covering the cost of certified copies of necessary documents, i Tours very truly, . B ] . : b iy o S
Mildred Jaworski J. Hoswell 3 i ; : !’ Executive with respect to the subject properties; S o
G?o. Sr. and Edith Seidel A. Jablon . g _ﬁ‘\ﬂ-\GMJ -PJ q&ﬁdb £ b. There was no legally sufficient evidence of an{
Nick Sl’ﬂﬂ'ﬂfﬂco’, et ﬂl J, E. Dyer : Ver fru'y yours, . z Howard H Rohde sec'y ,Trgll : o | . - 7 . .
“Arthur R. and Fmma Gnauy Bd. of Education i 3 ’ ' : * ¥ confiscatory taking of the subject properties due to the = =
W. J. Lowman : : B i i :
Ho H. RO"lde N : . _g : : : . ..
ihnKR Hﬂe?; f ' : -y %/QVU v ¢ct Barbara Bachur, Chairperson ' ; ; ?
. owcrott -  Ca Baltimore County Council i
Marion Yeaple : /,/ ne Holmen, Secretary o : : i i v'
 Eosls | 0 L
i 27 j E
/ _ q}
| ‘1\ © ; q i
L Pl \ : o
T v q‘ : r‘ .
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. £ the same : . any facts which existed after adoption of the 1239 Cemprehensive TN THE MATTER OF . BEFO :
; downshift in zoning o € same; : ) I FCRE (
ici i ne before : ' Zoning Map which the County Council could not have considered at THE APPLICATION OF 7 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE . '
¢. There was no legally sufficient evid ~e : . ARTHUR F. GNAU, et al., *  COUSXY{ BOARD OF APPEALS FOR
o . ) ; 5 ! i doption of the 19280 Comprehensive Zoning Map. " RECLASSIFICATION FROM . . .
1 R.0O. zone ¢ the time of the adop p
i the Coanty Board of Appeals that the estab! ishment ci an 3 | . D.R. 5,5 to R.0., and from * OF ; ' I HERSEBY CERTIFY that on the &7 day of September, .
| i d te a buffer zone or tlLz: the L ’ WHEREFORE, the People's Counsel of Baltimore County : D.R. 5.5 to B.L.-CCC ; | L
for the subject properties would crea " the ord £ the County Board of & on Erox_asztigslllo;:la;ed onBlthg * BALTIMORE COUNTY | 1983, a copy of the afo: agoing Petition for Extension of Tirme to T
: . i the Count : ! etitions this Court to reverse e Ordar o east si .£ Loc aven vd.,, . 3
;buffer zone theory was a legal criteria upon which Y 3 JE P dated e 18. 1983 ; 133; ngth'oi Sayward Road * 15/354/83-M-319 File Transcript was mailed to Charles E. Brooks, Esquire, 6190 .
. L s ject Order; i - Appeals of Baltimore County dated Augus ’ ; T istric : . =
iBoard of Appeals could base its Opinion and subje ; 4 faren Lier the nature * ; Bosley Avenue, Towson, Marylani 21204, Counsel for Petitiocners;
ficient evidence of any : AND, for such other an urther relief as en ; ‘ . ~
! d. There was no legally suffi : 5 ' . * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 3 Mrs. Edith T, Eisenhart, Administrative Secretary, County Board
! ; ; i i the subject ; i ©- the Petitioner's cause may require, 3
i substantial change in the neighborhood surrocunding J ? ! _ : PETITIgg E?E EXgiNSéONPOF TIME 3 of Appeals of Baltimore County, Court House, Towson, Maryland
indi i adoption of the E : E_TRANSCRIPT § _
!proPerties to warrant a finding of error in the P % 1 N Lo . . é 21204; Mr, William J. Lowman, 1102 Epworth Court, Baltimere, %
‘ . . . to the sub<dect pro- P : _ Gary C. Duvall, Specia People's Counsel of Baltimore i , b
| 1980 Comprehensive Zoning Map with respect JeeE P § ; W % Maryland 21234; Mr. Howard H. Rohde, 1100 Epworth Court, Balti-
! o ' County, petitions this Court pursuant to Maryland Rule of Pro- g S
| perties; ‘ Gary C. Duggléamcs / by £ . £ e o _ more, Maryland 21234; Mr. G. Kenneth Holmes, 1644 E. Belvedere B
I . erties were specific i | MILES STOCK . . cedure B7(b) for an extension o time within which to transmit the 3 B
} e. That the subject prop P % ; 401 Washlngt?n gvg?;g4 ! j | Avenue, Baltinore, Maryland 21239; Mr. John R. Meadowcroft,
I . i i : ! Towson, Marylan | record in the within proceedings and for reasons says as follows: # t
s County Council prior to : L L ’ i P g Y ; i )
‘ issues before the Planning Board and the b4 i (301) 821-6565 » 5 President of Towson-Loch Raven Community Counsel, Inc., P.O. Box
! 1. That your Petitioner has been informed by Mrs. Carol k
: 9709, Eudowood Branch, Towson, Maryland 21204; and to Ms. Marion

P
IH
1

: the adoption of the 1980 Comprehensive Zoning Map. That the
i.

i Beresh, stenographer for the County Board of Appeals of Baltimore 1
K. Year.e, 619 Hillen Road, Towson, Maryland 21204.

i Special People's Counsel % j
| |
|

;§County Council, upon a review of the matter, visited the subject
i CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE ' County, that an additional forty-five (45) days will be necessary

i!fprc:per:ties and agreed with the Board's recommendation to downshift

; I HEREBY CERTIFY that on thelﬂigday of September, ? . ‘i beyond the normal thirty (30) days provided by the Rules of Court ’a <f457
! : I ; hd ! .
: ary 7. Duvﬁ 1

Bl B T T

within which to transcribe and transnmit the record in the within

i the subject properties;

f There was no legally sufficient evidence that a 1983, a copy of the aforegoing Petition on Appeal was mailed to

Charles E. Brooks, Esquire, 610 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland i . proceedings.

reclassification of the subject properties was warranted; |
I | 2. That no prejudice will inure to the Respondents by

There was no legally sufficient evidence that

f .
; 3.
i such delay in the filing of the record in this case. o

' the last classification prior to the adoption of the 1980 Con-

R P o

|

H

I! 21204, Counsel for Petitioners; Mrs. Edith T. Eisenhart, Admin-

o .

. istrative Secretary, County Board of Appeals of Baltimore County,

I . : « William J, 1102
? prehensive Zoning Map was in error; ’ Court House, Towson, Maryland 21204; Mr. william J Lowman,

petitions this Court for an Order extending the time within which !

f h. There was no legally sufficient evidence to | .
. ! g 1100 Epworth Court, Baltimore, Maryland 21234; Mr. G. Kenneth

r

r show that there was no reasonable use for the subject properties |

Epworth Court, Baltimore, Maryland 21234; Mr. Howard H. Rohde,

W .EFORE, the People's Counsel of Baltimore County ] i
|

to transmit the record in the within proceedings until Novenber ;
: I

T o R LR T e n e

| ]
3} within the D.K. 5.5 zoning classification; ? Holmes, 1644 E, Belvedere Avenue, Baltimore, Maryland 21239; Mr. . g i 28, 1983, : |
e : b ' : | - | | - o
i . s i i a tl ¥ ' 7 - Raven Comnunit b | : .
: i. There was no legally sufficient evidence that i i John R. Meadowcroft, President of Towson-lLoch Rave Yy ! [ J _ } :
5 ) E 0 . - m o i : S
' there were any existing facts which the County Council or the i ; Counsel, Inc., P.Q. Box 9709, Eudowood Branch, Towson, Maryland ' %'f 5 . ’é%g?/ Cif/j? | i ' | ; f
. . : : i ‘ : . Mari K. Yeaple, 619 Hillen Road, Towson : i f - : /%' Fres i ; S R
‘ Planning Board failed to take into consideration before zoning }% 21204; and to Ms, Marion ple, e T ’ | i& } Gary CZDavalle" // i o F _ : L
k y {oar # Maryland 21204. : oy MILEY & STOCKBRIDGE : i
r the subject properties; . Y %; 401 Washington Avenue o
E i legally sufficient evidence of ; &1 Towson, Maryland 21204
| j. There was no leg b 4 i j ”3 (301) 821-6565
| | ey . £ :
i | GaTy ?}/Duvall // N Special People's Counsel
{ : |
i |
f ! |
! | i
" | ; e %P ‘ |
) ; w | ; i | 7
f b . ' i ! '
' A ! : !] . ‘,,.:
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| IN THE MATTER OF * BEFORE C : | | [
| THE APPLICATION OF . . f”) - o - o ' } T s
i ARTHUR F. GNAU, et al., *  COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS : , . ~ & 5 ) Bl S 2 §5 |'E§5 |8 .
i! FOR RECLASSIFICATION FROM : _ ( ' . Q2 8 g 2 E% 23§ a ! s
' : . ) = !
| DRl 303 t0 Bz and from ) oF Zooplels Counsel of Balto. Co, g =2 8 £ 22 JES | s 3z 3 § §5 | 53 |z
;i - » - - slis ™ 0.2 o = E: ® S -t s « Fend s -« & uﬁ ®
. on properties located on the * BALTIMORE COUNTY In the matter of th licati Arthur ' &gz &S & z g8 23 S s 113 s = o3 & g v
i 3 maiter o e application of . : 3 2 S = ] E
E|! east side of Loch Raven Blvd., 2 e F. Gnau, et 24 THE CIRCUIT COURT . 3 2 3 g s 5.8 2= E: < §“= > BlS o> 3 §_§ g§ : R :
i 180’ rnorth of Sayward Road * 15/354/83~-M-319 ' @3 M £ = <§ |I 3-50 B .‘g | '::"E £ | §E 8' P 3 g CEE N B
. 9th District . lé ‘g: é% '_; o = 23 £3 g é.l:..tg §§g5 " . i é%-' Sl E-
. . ] "-' 73 tar - . - A =
! Vs. FOR éfg; g%gg. s 35 | £E z -EE@E | 535-» wo HE PEE R
i “u: : & g 3 E'S g 1 = §-§ _‘; B 7‘0“' -
| County Board of Appeals of Baltimore County Eg§§'§§gg : B : OBy | 2E |3 2342 23&E § =i |3E |3
= : ! - = ‘ \ SRR -2 . = Y
ORDER BALTIMORE COUNTY 4 ZE]58(8 e 832 ER £ g ES | 2 g HE WS
: . Docket 15 Folio 354 R CERIERC L FER e 3 23 |38 | < SR 1
Upon consideration of the Petition for Extension of Time , T I Eg B mER B 235 3 23 _2;555 ol Rt M K
, , . . : Case No 83-M-319 _ O N A S B8 z gfl Hy s FRR = A BN N
to File Transcript and it appearing to the Court that sufficient | K ' e f T ) ¥ RO R '-1=’§ ' E : 2SR ."?’8
é ¢ . B N é i - g E . - : Dm . g'---
K . . E . - .
cause is shown for granting the same, it is this day of ~ "Ei é‘é: ' :g -é ] zg “3:':
— . N ._ | S. eS| EE fE CEO M
r 1983, by the Circuit Court for Baltimore County, HOTICE 0F FILING OF RECORD ‘ :E ' E d g éi‘ _ ‘68 3 ' _ EE g
o -« N S C L EE v -
. . - “ o - a ’ - ER o
ORDERED that the record in the within proceedings be 03 Gary C. Duvall gl%résle. ‘?Erooks June Holmen ~ 8 . ' L e ; ' . g { gg e ?é: 5 ' g ' : b gé N E SZ;
_ . sley Ave, Bd. of Appeals of W L R S-SR e B z I3 wgo 90 - TN ER:
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. '{‘gELIA[IEPif%gXEIIIOSFOF * IN THE ’ = behalf of the Appellants, the Appellees assert that the County IN THE MATTER OF RE-ORE ]
i ' 3 . : L 3
ﬁgggggsa}lggﬁ?éne;ng;” * CIRCUIT cot ‘ : Board of Appeals of Baltimore County appropriately determined THE APPLICATION OF né ’ Arthur F. Gnuu, et ol
D K ' 5 ¢ ; o d from . FOR | ; ARTHUR F. GNAU, ET AL, : COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS '3 Case No. R-82-68
Dk ;-5 tg E:'L.’C?:g r . ! that the County Council was clearly in error when it voted the FOR RECLASSIFICATION TFROM |
on properties located on the * BALTIMORE COUXNT ? - - S s . : . ‘ D.R. 5.5 to R,O., and from OF ‘ : : .
east side of Loch Raven Blvd. l 2roperty DR, 5.5. he Opinion of the Board contains numerous D.R. 5.5 to B, L. ~-CCC 3 Mr. Howard Rohde . whase property abuts the Gnay property.from the
180" North of Sayward Road * AT LAW 5 3 facts which clearly support their determination. A copy of said on properties locured on the BALTIMORE COUNTY : . . ' '
9th District . . L : - east side of Loch Raven Blvd., ) i rear, expressed his opposifion to a zoning chonge. Y
Misc. Doc. Wo ., 15 , Opinion is attached hereto and made a part hereof and indicated 180" northi of Sayward Roud No. R-82-63 . ' ' .
‘ P The Board must consider ond will quote the R.O. Legislation, Sec.203.2,

Folio No, 354

Zoning File No. R-82-68 . * ile No. 83-M-319

* * * * * * * * *

ANSWER TO PETITION ON APPEAL

Now come Arthur F. and Istelle E. Gnau, Mildred Hilda
Jaworski, George J. and Edith M. Seidel, Mr. and Mrs. Arthur R.
Gnau, and Mr. and Mrs. Hicholas Stamstacos, Appellees herein, by

Charles E. Brooks, their attorrey, and for answer to the Petition

on Appeal heretofore filed in the above-captioned matter, say:

1. That they admit the allegations contained in para-

it L T

i
%

as Exhibit 1. The Board found thgt the testimony offered by the
Petitioners/Appellees, as well as their experts, clearly demon-
strated that the property should have been zoned R.O. and
B.L.-CCC with the adoption of the Comprehensive Zoning Map in
1980,

WHERETFORE, Appellees request that this Court dismiss
the Order of Appeal filed.by the Special People's Counsel for

Baltimore County;

AND, for such other and further relief as the nature

Court of Special Appeals of Maryland

Clerk of(i‘ ' Court of Special Appeals of Maryland.

e e A T At - M -

;  Costs shown on this Mzndate are to be scttled Letween counsel and NOT THROUGH THIS OFFICE.
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OPINITOMN

This case comes before this Soard on pefition for a reclassification from

D.R. 5.510 R.O. on 5.95 acres and DR, 5.5 to'B,L, -CCC cn .46 acres. The subject
property is located on the east side of Loch Raven Boulevard, 180 feet north of Sayward

Road in the 9th Election District.

Two of the property owners lestified as to the many changes in the area

ST dike i

o

E Y A

PR

"Statement of Legislative Policy™. :
'203.2 - Stalement of Legislative Policy. The R-O zoning classification
is established, pursuant to the findings slated cbove, to accommodate
houses converted to office buildings and some small Class B office
buildings in predominantly residential areas on sites that, because
of adjacent commercial aclivity, heavy commercial iraffic, or other, .

- similar factors, can no longer reasonably be restricted solely to uses '
ollowable in moderate-density residential zones. It is intended that
buildings and uses in R=O zones sholl be highly compatible with the
present or prospective uses of nearby residential property, 1t is not
the R-O classification's purpose to accommodate a substantiol port
of the demand for office space, it being the intent of these Zoning
Regulations that office~space demand should be met primarily in C, T,
districts, C.C.C, districts, and, to a lesser extent, in other commercial

ARTHUR F. GNAU, ET AL ltem ¥g

Arthur F. Gnou, et al ' 3. No. 733, Septe Term, 19 g4 A ’} ’j
Case No. R-82-65 - : l R82-65
. ARTHUR F. GNAU et al | 1/14/85. femiseing 2pn E/5 Loch Raven Blvd., 180"
. e - AL ; / o g Order -_m..-a;. 2ppeal N. Sayward Road 9th District
For all these reasons, it is the opinion of this Board that the D.R. 5.5 zoning under ifi
. 2/13/85: Appeal dismissed. Mandate | Reclassification from D.R. 5.5 to R.O., and  5.95 acres
present conditions is in fact ay error and that the petifion propasing the chunges from tesued. 3 rom - 3.5 10 L. -Cac © properties) 0.46 acres
. D.R. 5.5 to R.O. and D,R. 5.5 to B, L. -CCC should be granted and will so order. ' é
_ E
'7 B March 2, 1981 Petitions filed
ORDER ;i Arthur F. Ganu, et al * IN THE i '
PEOPLE'S COUNSEL OF o Oct. 1, 1981 Hearing held on petitions
For the reasons set forth in the aforegoing Opinion, it is this __ 18th day BALTIMORE COUNTY Py ) COURT CF 5P ' ) .
_ ? f V. . June 1, 1983 Continued hearing on petitions
of August, 1983, by the County Board of Appeal;, ORDERED that the pefiticn for e Pecple's Counsel of ] o {Auvg. 18, 1983 Order of th i
- - ) ' . : g Baltimore County * No. 733, September Term, 1984 9 reter of the Board granting the reclassifiation
reciassirication from DR, 5.510 R.O. on 5.95 acres and from D.R, 5.5 to B, L, -CCC STATEMENT OF COSTS: e Sept. 14, 1983 Order f Appeal fil
i . 14, fder tor Appeal filed in Cir, Ct. for Balto.
on .46 acres be and the same is GRANTED, In Circuit Court: for Baltimore County # R-%2-68 OFDER gry. b)lf 7 G- Dovelly Esq., Speca Peopla’s
ounse

Any appeal from this decisi t be i i - Record 30.00
y oppe m this decision must be in accordunce with Rules B-1 thry Stenographer’s Costs  50.00 2 ™is case coming on for hearing arldﬂ)e parties being agreed that ; : Sept, 16, * Certificate of Notice sent out
B-13 of the » - T B ‘ /.
of the Maryland Rules of Procedure. s the matter is now moot, 1t 1s this _Li day of January, 1985, ORDERED, Nov, 2, » Re.cord of proceedings filed in the Circuit Ct
. Eﬂ:‘-‘: : .
In Court of Special Appeals: ;gi that the case be, and is hereby, dismissed. j For Balto. County
COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS . : PR /
OF BALTIMORE COUMTY Filing Record on Appeal . . . . . . . . ... 30.00 | 5‘ * i j May 2, 1984 Board REVERSED (Judge E. A. DeWaters)
Printing Brief for Appellant . . ., . . . . | ' . . . 62,40 ce | 3/4/8% - cc: A. Jablon
. e P Reply Brief . . ", , , . .. . . " ¢ = 4 a . by A.January
j/j Wi | .'j'./ gl b ) g?g:?:;g&:?}ﬁ- %ﬁgsch&- f}lppcllant Do e 969.60 Cd T T N J. Hoswell
Willigiy T. Hackett, Chairman Appeliee ..o L & ' : - s
a.( " 28 Order for Appeal filed in the Court of .
- ' Special Appeals by Charles E. Brooks, Esq.
j Counsel for Petitioners
,: Printing Brief for Appellee . . . . . . . . .+« . . 86.40 ‘ Tt, Chief Judge 5/31/84 - cc: A, Jablon
. ) Portion of Record Extract — Appellee . . . . . . e A. January
‘ H,, ' 7?/ - Printing Brief for Cross-Appellant . . . . . . . . . J. Hoswell
- ﬁ/ﬁ:l{,ﬁ 1(4' UmaM | * £ _{ Jan. 14, 1985 DISMISSED by Court of Special Appeals (Moot)
atricio '|pps’ gi ; ore G. Bldfm, Ju 1/21/85 - ce: A. Jablon -
. . . . ; oy as : E. Hennegan
4 . STATE OF MARYLAND, Sct: - , J. Hosweﬁ
: I do hereby certify that the foregoing is truly taken from the records and proceedings of the said ’ - S
Court of Special Appeals. i ¥ otert M. Bell, Judge ' = _%: E Feb. 13 MANDATE ISSUED - Appeal dismissed.
R i . ! A. Jablon
. In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand as Clerk and affixed ; B ;“: gm A. January
: the seal of the Court of Special Appeals, this Thirteenth day i sa i b §§ 3. Hoswell
of February A4.D.19 85, 1 > -?,’r':‘?-
’ C e Lo >
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graph 1 thereof. of their cause may require, since they originally purchosed their homes; enc in 1250 and the other in 1967. They
] -
: : . ' areas.' (Bill No. 13~80)
°+ That they admit the allegations contained in paras explained how the widening of Loch Raven Boulevard and the construction of the Goucher
graph 2 thereof. . ’ . _ . The R-O zoning classification is established pursuant to the findings stated above, to
' ) =% . — Boulevard exit onto Loch Raven Boulevard has adversely impucte § their propertivs. _ . -
3. That they deny the allegations contwined in pari- ; Egéf%if?lls 2(30%;!’ les I. B ks ) accommedate houses converted to office buildings and some small Class s_‘:‘-_koffu“:g buildings
610 Boslev Avenue"lr @8 &. Brooks . Mr, Charles Gnau, whose mother owns the largest of the subjeci - S
graph 3.a. thereof. That they deny the allegations cc tained in i ) Towson Milryland 21204 . ; ! \ . in predominantly residential areas on sites thet, because of adjacent commercial activity,
* LI w | P . . . _ :
™ . ; . ; Telephone: 301-296-2600 , &3 properties and whose brother owns another, explained to the Board that a McDonald's . .
paragraph 3.b. thereof. That they deny the allegations contained - Attorney for Appellees ; ? § heavy commerciol traffic, or other similar factors, can no longer reasonably be restricted
in paragraph 3.c. thereof. That they deny the allegations con- : £ or Restaurant is to be . veloped adjacent to the site where a restaurant, The Hansom House, : : :
, ‘ | 0 q a o | solely to uses allowable in moderate=density residential zones.
tained in paragraph 3.d. thereof. That they neither admit nor CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE T . - was originally located.  He testified that his mother's property was zoned B, L., in 1971 ‘ .  the On
vk ; G The Board is of the opinion that to downshift the portion of the Gnau
i , , I HEREBY CERTIFY t} i - , ¢ ‘ |
deny the allegations contained in paragraph 3.e. thereof, and ,. RTITY that on this ) " day of October, 1983, ; i_ and B, L. in 1976, but downshifted to D.R. 5.5 in 1980. |
- ; - . ! = . . - . - St . .
demand strict proof thereof. That they deny the allegations con- a copy of the aforegoing Answer to Petition on Appeal was mailed ‘ b : ) o i property from B,L. to D.R. 5.5 and to retain D.R, 5.5 zoning on the other properties
. . . : ) - ! o A real estate expert, M#, Fréderick Klaus, explained to the Board . . ' o
tained in paragraph 3.f. thereof. . That they deny the allegations | to Gary C. Duvall, Esquire, Miles & Stockbridge, 401 Washington : : S S . was in fact an error by the County Council, Because of the seven lane boulevard with
' ' ' ~ C P 3 in defcil, the history of the development of the arca. The properties comsist of five ' ‘ . . e .
contained in paragraph 3.g. thereof. That they deny the alleza- Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204, Special People's Counsel; and to Ej ' _ its intersection at Goucher Boulevard and the commercialism to the north, these properties
i : : . Mrs. L . LEi dmini i S F well kept, individual stone homes on large lots, which front directly on Loch Raven ‘ . :
tions contained in paragraph 3.h. thereof. That they deny the rs. Ldith T. Eisenhart, Administrative wecretary, County Board 5 P ‘ are no longer conducive to strictly residential living. The R.O. zone would create a
llerations ; ; ars 3.4 e . T , . of Appeals of Baltimore County, Court House, Towson Maryland ,;J Boulevard, south of the heavily commercialized intersection of Loch Raven Boulevard at _ : _ . 7
s allegations contained in paragraph i. thereof hat they deny ! , ’ . ¢ ‘ ’ buffer between the B, L. zone where the McDonald's Restaurant is fo be located ond fhe
: .1 R . . ;
‘neee & amooks ol the allegations contuined in paragraph 3.j. thereof. i y LAW OFFIGES 21204, ' - 5 Taylor Avenue.  Loch Raven Boulevard has been extensively improved and widened l
216 BOALEY AVENUE ) * JARLES E, BROOKS ) . iden l H . .
TOWSOH. MD 21204 4. That in furth he Petit i filed - T _ _ 2 o residential properties to H‘tc casi and soulh
oo - shat in luriher answer to the Petition filed on i TowsaN, MD 21204 é& directly in front of tieir properties. Lengthy testimony and many exhibits were used to ) .
' 198.2600 £73 : ’ Furiber, us the R, O, Legislation clearly states, these dwellings would be
5
: CHARL¥S L. BROOYS Fiu describe the arca ond its unique situation. ' A .
; )( i converted to offices subject to all the requirements of the R. O, zone. A special exceptich
f i Testimony by Mr. Jumes Hoswell, a County Planner, indicated that the _ . _ o
5 E 2 2 would be required before ony additions to or the razing of these buildings could be
@ ][\(‘ q “LL‘/ ' - properiies were an issue on the 1930 Conprehensive Zoning Maps and they are in, he fecls, -
(e 10 : s considered,
) i ( N‘ A N D A I E —_— an appropriate zone.
( . i a | o
EXUIBIT 1 ‘ ) . a ‘
' f7 ’ iy -
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4 THE MATTER OF : IN  TH £ Arthur F, G : : CIRCO ¥ . PEOPILL'S (‘OUNSF.I: OF BALIT " " "
THE APPLICATION OF £ A s cithur F. R";;'£’°' ,| IT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY coUnTy ‘ BALITMORE *  IN THE
A.RTHUR F GhlAl.l, et ﬂl ‘ﬂs ."_,.!. . - - . f . 4 . . ) . . \
5 ’ : N R : CATEGORY _ APPEAL | . IR
;OR RECLASSIFICATION FROM ClRCulT  courr e P ] IN THE MATTER OF THE *  CIBCUIT COURT .
_ -R. 5.5 10 R, 0., and from TR R ¢ 5 v I BRI e S B : APPLICATION OF S . T Ry
e * e s r w i epte b i . . - —— 3 . - . R 3 FOR -
. D.R. 5.5 to B. L. <CCC FO- ;? -'-‘-=§ ptember 14, 1983 8rderéorDAPP?;J! filed in Circuit Ct for Baltimore County by ‘E ATTCRNEYS : #OREH}{_;ECEAS;}I:?‘U 2T AL _ o R R Y
: . B ar . « H H : A% [ . P L . s g Ny
on Pf?perhes located on the : BALTIMORE COUNTY kS E 4 uvall, Esq., Special Peopl..'s Counsel b ' i D.R. 3.5 to RIchIOI:ngR?M * BALTI™MORE COUNTY 7+ T
7;:;. side of Loch Raven Blvd., ' g g September 16, 1983 Certificate of Nofi ] : PEOPIE'S COUSSEL OF BALTTIORE ’ D.R. 5.5 to B.L._-CCC on rom - o - g ' !
north of Sayward Rood : AT  LAW Ml of Notice sent to all intereste parties - ORE CounTY Gaxy C. Duvall § Properties located on the east Mise. Law No.:  83-m-310
9th District N October 5, 1983 Petifion fo accompany Order £ i 14%211&; & Stockbridge ‘ l ;;g? of Loch Raven Boule\.‘:lrds * RN =
. . I B any Or iled in Cioeu: ; N THE 1 Ay
Gary C. Dol s . Misc. Doc. Ne. s Lk Baltimors oy 07" fr Appecl filed in Circuit Court for - g’ﬂm HATTER OF 1HE APPLICATION OF ARTHUR F. GIAU, ot ashington Ave. (04} 821-6565 oth D’i’gﬁ?cgf Sayward Road « #R52.0p o Lt i
Special Pecple’s Counsel~ I EI B FOR RECLASSIFICATION John X, Kerney T 3 - Gl
. H LT - s : . ! 4 mm .
Appellant H Folio Mo, 354 IR November 2, 1983 Transcript of testimony filed K D.R. 5.5 to R,0., and from gﬁlgr%ele. Emok? ; : Vs, . [
Al E g D.Rs 5.5 to B.L. =CCC on properties 1 csley Ave. (04) 296-2 00 oo ’
. . : File No 83 =M~ P PR Petiti . . PR east sid properties located on the ; COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS O T
Zoning Fil ~§2- . M=-319 v etitioners' Exh bit A ~ . L v 43¢ side of Loch Raven Blvd, ; F *
e s e : " "B e . C o ARTHUR F. and ESTELIE E, GNAU | *
N R T 2 - R L Tt s e e o I, . ﬂ"ll'l.l ]2 Serles of phol‘cof SUb]. property > MILDRED HILDA JANDRSKI A L * *x x % x Kk % * ¥
o CERTIFIED ¢ Y I " " C-15802 Ma GEORSE Jo and EDITH M. SEIDEL - < ! TEERE A xr v x v a
: OPIES OF PROCEED] N - oning Map o MR, & MRS, NICHOLAS STAMSTACOS (NICK G. STAMA i '
v A # . . Tﬂc . .
NGS  BEFORE & " " © ARTIUR R. and EMMA H, GNAU ( %) ? )
‘ N ' . Mr. Clerk: : - o o
o 3 People's Counsel’s Exhibit 1 - Photo of Hansome Haouse . ? COUNTY BOARD OF APPRALS OF BALTINORE COUNTY [
HE HONORABLE, THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: L . " " 2./ | - vlease note an appeal in the avove referenced matter on b |
. 5 - 80, letter to Chairman, Co ; j x4 ' i €=
_ ot d . ¢+ Lounty N i . - :
- And now come William T. Hackett, Leroy B, Spurrier and Patricia Phipps é Council é = T 1{ half of my clients, Mr. & Mrs. Arthur F. Gnau; Mr. & Mrs. Nicholasi
' . ' " . S B 2 ‘ . ' S R
- N S L - N Sy Stal M - . ’ - '
FonstHiuting the County Bourd of Appeals of Baltimore County, and in answer fo the Ord é ‘ 3 2/13/80. letter to Chairman, County g pramataces; Mr. & Mrs. George Seidel,Sr. and Mrs. Mildred-Taworski
er 3 OUnC” 3 i from th .. . . '|
for Appeal directed against them in this case, herewith return the record of % " , PR ¢ decision of the Honorable Edward A. DeWaters, Jr. of
rs - 1 " :-_-
had in the abe of proceedings 4 - 6/23/80, letter to Chairman & Councjl fg May 1, 1984 7 |
€ above entj soge . [t . s )
entitled matter, consisting of the following certified copies or original ! " " 5.6/ g ,/,-{" : '
papers file in th . ' / 3/80t Tl’mscript of pub!ic heqring : ) ’f;’/__,...-;/- g - !
pers on file In the office of the Board of Appeals of Baltimore County: ! ) ' 6-9/23/ ! ) - C’ﬂﬁw“ - - . '
: ; " 6=9/23/80, Transcript of public hear! . ‘ 2 ot -
ENTRIES FROM DOCKET OF BOA _ P of public hearing &7 (1) Sept. 14, 1983 - 3 ' COSTS Chafles E. Brook :
RD OF APPEALS - " i ’ Ppellant's Order for Appeal f - _Brooks -
No. R-82 =T ZALTIVORE COUNTY : ) " 7 - 4th councilmanic district issue log ] founty Board of Appeala of Baltinore County fa, oo o 610 Bosley auneries E. Brooks |
o. R-82-48 e - g * sley Avenue P
" u po (2) Sept. 16,198 ) - TOWSOH, Maryl
March 2. 198] 3 . " og- ]0/.14/80, Minutes of County Council g P #1983 Certificat [ Notice fd. 301-296-2603 anfi | 21204 . - ! ‘
) Petitions of Arthur F. Gnau, et ol, for zonin reclassificati 1 - meeting -+ (3) Sept. 22, 1983 Appellant's Petition fa B
D-R. 5.5 10 R.0., and from D.R.'5.5 10 B, L, woce (o on from “ ; ) S P ] CERTIFICATION OF MAILING |
located on the east side B e + ON property ? - Plat, J ] 4 5 (4) Sept. 27, 1933 - ' ' e '
of Loch Raven B| ) : ¢ June 10, 1982 i3 s &ly 5 = P1iff's Petition for Extensionof t I HEREBY CERTIFY th: i o . ' :
Sayward Rood, 9th District = filed vd-s 180" north of . " ' 1o } 4 . @nd Orler of Court Granting Same fd. (EAD) ime to file Transeript - | that on this J@ Moy of Kay, 1984, a copy |
I - A H . B ) - ro i ~ . ST : . i
Order of Will cubi thru G, Series of pho.tos showing B Lf(LS)eggt. 5' 3-1923 App. of Charles E, Brooks as atty for of the aforegoing Order for Appeal was mailed postage prepaid to I
o i iom T. Hackett, Chairman, County Board of Apped] I+ Property and surrounding area, -} ggpeliees and Same Day Answer to Petition on Appeal and Exhihit Q G o ’ R '
directing advertisement and osting of Ppeals November 2. 19 g S ary C. Duvall, Esquire, Suite 701 401 Washi . |
f posting of property - date of hearin re 1983 Record of proceedings filed i ireut ! : = g . ! ashington Avenue, Towson)
set for October 1, 1981, at 10 a.m. g gs tiled in the Circuijt Court for Baltimore Counqy -1 (6) Nov. 2, 1983 - Transeript of Record fd § = . Maryland, 21204 and to l'hlcorﬁ F. Spi Co S _ :
' ' ; ; . - < §it o« : A< - Spicer, County Attorney, Mezzan- |
April 29, 1981 Comments of Balto, County Zoning Plans Advisory Committe Record of Proceedings pursuant to which said Order was entered and 4 (7) Tov. 2, 1983 - Yotice of Tiling of Record fa, = §31, v _ 1 ine, Court House, Towson, Marvland 2'12 . . SRR e ]!
‘ mi . T4 [l . L] » R ' n . .
September 10 2 e said Board acted are permanent - 1 (8) Dec. 1, 1 ' w 389 - ' _— 3 04, Attorpey for the Board;
P r 10, 1981 Certificate of Publication in Newspaper - filed ent records of the Board of Appeals of Baltimore County, ond ] » 15 1983 - Appellant's Memorandum fd. 5 - s 5 of Appeals. : . AR
’ SR . b LAwW OFFICEE
Se temb e . your respondents respectivel . . (9) Deec, 30, 1983 - Appelleesl Responsive Memorandum fd, /A . of J . - hc IARLES E. Droo
Ptember 13, 1981 Certificate of Posting of property - filed ; pectively suggest that 1t would be inconvenient and inappr spriate o - Kemney. | foe o o l;n-g s e
October 1, 19g] ) ; file the same in this proceedin . 3 April 11, 198 | N> fiemten e a4
' At 10 a.m. hearing held on petitions : 9, but your respondents will produce oy ondall suchrules |~ £.1 Ruling h;1d9sgb_§3:£aEdward A+ DeWaters, Jr. Hearing had, » - ‘ 2vezeco o~ @ : '
dune 1, 1983 Continued heari ond regulations whenever directed to do so by th] B ) ) | | g : E tarles E. Brodkst |
inued hearing on petitions So by this Court, ¢+ (10) May. 2, 1984 - Cpinion and Order that the decision of the Board - <’ '
August 18, 1983 Order of C % > granting the reclassification of this property is Reversed fa, (EAD) ’ E‘B
i D 505 t::::l.:;:téch:m:lso&;ﬁppeml's granting the reclassification from - Resp?crfully submitted, z j . : Eg
e~ . . - L ] [ m > . - * - ' M/ o i .
or .46 qeres acres ond from DR, 5.5 to 8.L.-CCC _ i/ %/' o N gé
. - rf Fivd (’L_' ?)"-P& - ¢ -i l : ’." h
- | cc: Charles E, Brooks, Esq. R JB:'IE_HO""G"‘: Board of Appeals of .o f . ; =
! quy C. Duv ”’ Esq. timore Counf)r c . . § =
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'thé.prOperty here involved on the 1980 zoning maps as D.R.

- downgrading the said property from commercial zoning.

. \. C
( ‘ t.
il
PEOPLE'S COUNSEL OF BALTIMORE COUNTY * .
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT
ARTHUR F. GNAU, et al, * FOR
FOR RECLASSIFICATION FROM .
D.R. 5.5. to R.0., and from * BALTIMORE COUNTY
.D.R. 5.5. to B.L. - CCC on properties
located on the east side of Loch Raven * Misc. Law No. 83-M-319
Blvd. 180' north of Sayward Rd. 9th Dist.
- - Y HR.5a- 68
VS. . -
COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
. ]
® * '.* * * * S * * * *

OPINTION

This is an appeéi from a hearing before the County Board of

-Appeals of Baltimore County wherein a petition for a reclassification

of prbperty from D.R. 5.5. to R.0. on 5.95 acres and D.R. 5.5. to B.L.

- CCC on .46 acres was granted. The appellant is the People's Counsel

of Baltimore County and the appellees, petitioners below, are Arthur
F. & Estelle E. Gnau,'Mildred Hilda Jaworski, George J. & Edith M.
ééidel, Nick G. Stamnatocos and Arthur R. & Emma H. Gnau (petitibnersj.

The County Board of Appeals of Baltimore County (Board) in granting
LY

the petition relied upon mistake or error. Pattey v. Board of County

Commissioners for Worcester County, 271 Md. 352, 317 A.2d 142 held that

there is a strong presumption of correctness of original zoning and of
comprehensive rezening, and that strong evidence of error is fequired
to overcome that presumption. The Baltimore County Coursel had placed

5.5'property

The law regarding mistake or error as those terms are used in.

zoning law is discussed in Howard County v. Dorsey, 292 Md. 351, 438
e NI EREE B “""*""""-“‘W'%‘ :
A.24 1339

L DL g AL SR N e I T - _ e
and Boyce v. Sembly, 25 Md. App. 43 A.2d 1377which states

as follows:

"A perusal of cases, particularly those in which a
finding of error was upheld, indicates that the pre-~.
sumption of validity accorded to a comprehensive '
zoning is overcome and error or mistake is estab-
lished when there is probative cvidence to show that
the assumptions or premises relied upon by the Council .
at the time of the comprehensive rezoning were invalid.
Error can be established by showing that at the time
of the comprehensive zoning the Council failed to take
into account then existing facts, or projects or trends
which were reasonably foreseeable »f fruition in the
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- order to establish error based upon a failure
-existing facts or events reasonably foreseeable of

] -2- y {fr

(¢

“iture, so that the Council'’s action was premised
initially on a misapprehension. Bonnie View Club

v. Glass, 242 Md. 46, 52-53, 217 A.24 647, 651(1966);
Jobar Corp. v. Rodgers Forge Community Ass'n., 236

Md. 106, 112, 116-18, 121-22, 202 A.2d 612, 615, _
617-1B, 620-21 (1964); Overton v. County Commissioners,
225 Md. 212, 216-17, 170 A.24 172, 174-76 (1961); see
Rohde v. Tounty Board of Appeals, 235 Md. 259, 267-68
199 A.2d 216, 218-19(1964). Error or mistake may also

be established by showing that events occurring subse-
quent to the comprehensive zoning have proven that the
Council's initial premises were incorrect. As the Court
of Appeals said in Rockville v. Stone,
319 A.21 536, 541 (1974):

'On the question of original mistake, this
Court has held that when the assumption upon
which a particular use is prédicated proves,
with the passage of time, to be erronecus, this
is sufficient to authorize a rezoning.'

267-68, 199 A.24

See Rohde, supra, at 234 Md4.
220-21; England v. Rockville,

185 A.24 378, 379-80 (1962); Pressman v, Balti-

more, 222 Md. 330, 338-39, 160 A.2d 379, 383 _

{1960); White v. County Board of Appeals, 219 Md.

136, 144, 148 A.2d4 420, 423-24(1959%); cf.pill v.

The. Jobar Corp., 242 Md. 16, 20-21,24, 217 A.2d 564,

567-68 (1966); Marcus v. Montgomery County Council,

235 Md. 535, 540-41, 201 A.2d 777, 780(1964)0ffutt v,
Dffutt v. Board of Zoning Appeals, 204 Md.551,558,105

A.2d 219,22)-22(1954) ;Wakefield v. Kraft,202 M4.136,
144-45, 149, 96 A.2d 27, 30(1953);;Hoffman v, City of _
Baltimore, 197 Md. 294,307,79 k.24 367,373-74 (1951) . oom e .

"It is presumed, as part of the rresumption of
validity accorded comprehensive zoning, that at the
time of the adoption of the map the Council had be=-
fore it and did, in fact, consider all of the rele-
vant facts and circumstances then existing. Thus, in
to take

fruition into account, it is necessary not only to -

- . show [1l] the facts that existed-at the time of the

comprehensive zoning but also {2] which, if any, of :
those facts were not actually considered by the Counc?l.

'This evidentiary burden can be accomplished by showing
~ that spezific physical facts were not readily visible or

discernible at the time of the comprehensive zoning, |

- Bonnie View Club, supra, at 242 Mmd. 48-49, 52, 217 A.24

6492, 651 (mineshaft and subsurface rock formation); by
adducing testimony on the part of those preparing the
plan that then existing facts were not taken into account,
Overton, supra, at 225 Md. 216-17, 170 A.23 174-75 '
(topography); or by producing evidence that the Council

’”failéd‘fc“maké“any provisionmto_accommodatewa_prcject,

trend or need which it, itself, recognized as ‘existing 7
at the time of the comprehensive zoning, Jobar Corp.,
supra, at 236 Md. 116-17, 202 A.2d 617-18 (need for
apartments). See Rohde, supra, at 234 Md. 267-68, 199
A.2d 221. Because facts occurring subsequent to a com-
prehensive zoning were not in existence at the time, and,
therefore, could not have been considered, there is no
necessity to present evidence that such facts were not
taken into account by the Council at the time of the
comprehensive zoning. Thus, unless there is probative
evidence to show that there were then existing racts ‘
which the Council, in fact, failed to take into account,

271 Md. 655, 662, —
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‘and Boyce v. Sembly, supra.

- to show error in a comprehensive rezoning. -

the testimony of George Seidel, Sr., Nick G.

P e

-3 N . {((

L. ’ &

or subsequently occurring events which the Council
could not have taken into account, the presumpticn
of validity accorded to comprehensive zoning is not
overcome and -the question of error is not 'fairly
debatable."

"Moreover, in reviewing the evidence before the
Board it must also be noted that the opinion or
conclusion of an expert or lay witness is of no
greater probative value than that warranted by the
soundness of his underlying reasons or facts.
Surkovich v. Doub, 258 Md. 263, 272, 265 A.24 447,
451 (1970: Anderson v. Sawyer, 23 Mmd. App. 612,

0329 a.2d 716, -720. The Court of Appeals and this
Court have stated that an opinion, even that of an
expert, is not evidence strong or substantial ehough ‘
to show error in a comprehensive rezoning unless the

- reasors given by the witness as the basis for his
opinion, or other supporting facts relied upon by him,
a"e themselves substantial and strong enough to do so.
Stratakis, supra, at 268 Md. 655, 304 A.2d 250; Coppo-
lino v. County Board of Appeals of Baltimore County,
23 Md. App. 358, 371-72, 328 A.24 55, 62(1974) ."
Emphasis added) (footnote omitted). :

L In order to prevail the petitioners had to present
strong evidence that the Baltimore County Council failed to take into

account existing facwis, or projects or trends which were reasonably

forseeable of fruition in the future or by showing strong evidence

of mistakg Oor error by events occurring subsequent to the comprehen~ -

sive zoning establishing the Council's initial Premise as incorrect.
 This court has reviewed the transcript and finds that

the evidence presented before the Board is not éufficient to establish

~strong evidence on the issues set out in Howard County ¥. Dorsey, supra

Even évidence of experts is insufficient

to meet the burden if the evidence is not strong or substantial enough

Neither Mr. Klaus nor Mr,
Hoswell supplied Strong evidence of failure by the Baltimore County
Council to take into accbunt éxisting facts, or projeéts or treﬂds ”

which were reasonably forseeable of fruition in the future or strong

évidencé'of'éﬁeﬂtsmoccnrringraubsequent~to~the-comprehensive-zoninghi —

establishing the Council's initial premise as ihcorrect. Certainly,
Stamoatocos and Charles
Gnau did not meet the burden even if combined with that of Mf. Klaus

and Mr. Hoswell.

Under all the circumstances in this case the presumption of

validity accorded to the comprehensive rezoning by the Baltimore County
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Council was not overcome and the question of error or mistéke”iﬁ'
the comprehensive zoning of the Bubject Property ﬁas not'reasonably‘

debatable which is the scope of review for this court. Accordingly
. r

it was not proper for

the Board to grant the reclassification on the

-ground of mistake or er.or.
.. ”‘Lf?fa'*-‘ ’ -_ -’_‘_-...

Assuming that section 2-58.1(k) of the Baltimofl ‘County |

-Code does not prevent the Board from considering éhangé of character"

of the neighborhuod, a point which was not addressed by the Board in

its opinion, this court finds that the evidence does nét support a

change in the character of the neighborhood.

If the Board granted the reclassification because of a

change in the neighborhood, the reclassification would be based
solely on the change of a restaurant operating wiﬁh a liquor license

to a fast food operation:-without a liquor 1icense; The record re-.

veals that to be the only change since theiadoptionlof the 1980 mapé

. D e . . CURET L e g o i
debatable. TR e R

Finally, an argument is made that the action ofiihé County

Council is édﬁfiSCatory.

‘here involved_have a;use of the property which éan bé utilized,thereby .

preventing a succeésful érgument of confiscatidﬁ;f

- For reasons stated above,

_inglthe reclassification of this property is réveréed. '

DeWaters, Jr.

L L pe A T e e / .
IR j TR 7‘%‘972%7{’7’{"‘/“ T e ———— T T e
Datd 7 °* U 7/ _ N

"EAA/ve

ce: Gary C. Duvall, Esq.
Charles E. Brooks, Esq.

il

This is not sufficient to make ‘the issue"reasonably '
* P e “"hqlw‘l -
‘It is clear that the'owners of the-proﬁefty_-‘;.

the deciéion:of the Board grant;:fi
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